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did not like to vote for any amendment which | 


would prevent access to this information, and 
would be obliged to move to strike out the latter 
clause of it. <a 

Mr. GRENNELL thought the proposition of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania not germane to 
the object of inquiry, as intended by the original 
resolution of the gentleman from a No 
good could result from it, butmuch evil to the per- 
sons whose names might be brought forward in | 
connection with banks charged with gross mis- 
management. He thought the amendment en- 
tirely wrong, and its object and end wrong. He 
could not consent to institute a proceeding so in- | 
jurious to gentlemen whose transactions with 

anks were fair and honorable. He also regarded 
the instructions as objectionable; for they pro- 

osed too broad and too extended an inquiry; not, 
Loweees, as to the past conduct and present con- 
dition of the banks, but as it regarded the trans- | 
actions of individuals in loans and private deal- 
ings. The original proposition empowered the 
committee to sit during the present and the neat 
session of Congress. This seemed to be giving 
too great lengthand permanence to the commis- 


sion, and he hoped the gentleman from Maryland | 


would limit it to the present session. 

Mr. HOWARD again asked the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if he would accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McKENNAN said, he had no objection to 
go as far as any gentleman pleased, but he had 
prepared his amendment with care, and he could 
not consent to its modification, 

Mr. EVERETT objected to the amendment, 
and said it was entirely opposed to every principle 
of the side of the House with which the gentle- 
man had heretofore acted. There could be no 

ood reason for exposing to public view every 
fittle private transaction on the books of these 
banks; and he designated it as an outrage—a cu- 
riosity, worse than vain curiosity. It would be 
an invidious and wanton act, and one which he 
hoped would never be concurred in by the House. 
r. HOWARD said that, after what had fallen 
from the gentleman from Vermont, he would, for 
the present, withdraw his motion, to see what 
form the amendment might ultimately assume. 


i 


i 
| 
| 


' with the original proposition. 


| curred in the views of the gentleman last up. He 
would vote for the inquiry of the gentleman from | 


| the discretion of the committee what should and 


| attempt to clog his proposition, } 
| be driven from his purpose. Mr. McK. con- | 
| cluded by modifying his proposition, so as to 








Mr. THOMAS then entered into a review of 
the proceedings of the committee of investigation 
on the Bank of the United States, in the years 
1832-°3, in reply to Mr. Apams, and in opposi- 
tion to the amendment of Mr. McKenwnan, in 
the form in which it was presented. Mr. T. con- 
cluded by modifying his motion, so as to confine 
the investigation to the present session of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. KINNARD submitted the following 
amendment to the amendment of Mr. McKennan: 

** And to make the same inquiry, as far as 
‘ practicable, in its application to loans made by 
*the United States Bank and branches to mem- 
‘bers of Congress and officers of the Govern- 
* ment, since the veto of the bill to recharter said 
‘bank, and also to loans made to members of 
‘ Congress by all the deposit banks.’’ 

Mr. KINNARD asked for the yeas and rays 
on his amendment; which were ordered. 

Mr. PARKER moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until Monday next, 
and that the several propositions be printed; 
which was negatived. 

Mr. PARKER briefly opposed the two propo- 
sitions toamend. If members of Congress had 
borrowed money from those banks, it was mat- 
ter of no consequence in reference to the question 
of the recharter of those banks. He also ob- 
jected to the original prperis in the form in 
which it was presented. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, was opposed to 
the amendment. He alluded to a former attempt 
on the part of a committee of the House to in- 
vesti the affairs of the Bank of the United 
States, and the refusal on the part of that institu- 
tion to submit the books, &c. to inspection. A 
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similar attempt now would be nugatory and use- ! 
less, as the same course would be pursued by | 
that bank. He had no particular objection to the | 
inquiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. McKewnan.] If there was anything rotten 
in Denmark, let it be known. 

Mr. WARDWELL had hoped that this ques- | 
tion would have been sooner disposed of, and that 
an opportunity would have been afforded to pre- | 
sent petitions, this being the last day that the | 
House would sit this week. The proposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana had nothing to do 
Certain banks 
had applied for a renewal of their charters, and 


| an inquiry into the propriety of acceding to these | 
|| applications was entirely proper. 
'from Indiana had, however, offered an amend- 
| ment foreign to the subject, and he trusted it 
, would be withdrawn. 


The gentleman | 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, con- 


Pennsylvania. He was opposed to leaving to 


what should not be reported to the House. He | 
yrotested against the idea that a committee should | 
Be in the possession of seerets which the House | 
itself was not to be intrusted with. 

Mr. McKENNAN hada distinct object in view 
when he offered his amendment; and the gentle- | 
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by striking out that part which provided that all 


other memorials which might be presented to the 


present Congress, praying for the extension of 


the charters of existing banks in the District of 


Columbia, or for the establishment of any other 


bank or banks in their stead. 

The SPEAKER said this could only be done 
by unanimous consent, the previous question 
having been ordered. . 

Mr. THOMAS asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to make the modification indicated. 

Mr. WISE objected. 

Mr. EVANS demanded that the question should 
be first put on the commitment of the memorials 
to a select committee; which was done accord- 
ingly, and determined in the aflirmative without 
a division. 

The question was next taken on so much of 
the instructions not embraced in the modification 
last proposed by Mr. ‘Tuomas, and carried in the 
affirmative without a count. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to 
so much of the instructions as was proposed to 
be stricken out by Mr. ‘Tuomas, in reference to 


| future memorials; and decided in the negative. 


man from Indiana and other gentlemen might || 


yet he would not 


limit the inquiry from the Ist of October, 1833, 
ito the present time. 

Mr. GALBRAITH thought more time had 
been spent upon this subject than was necessary. 
He therefore moved the previous question; but 
at the request of Mr. Kinnarp, who desired to 
make an explanation, he withdrew his motion. 

Mr. McKIM renewed it. 

The previous question was seconded—ayes 87, 
noes 83. 

The question, ‘* Shall the main question be now 
put?”’ (the effect of which would be, if adopted, 
to cut off all the amendments) was then taken, 
and decided in the affirmative; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beards- 
ley, Bovee, Brown, Bynum, John Caihoon, Can, Carter, 
Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Coffee, Coles, Conner, 
Craig, Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, Doubleday, Effner, Ev 
erett, Fairfield, Farlin, Fowler, William K. Fuller, Gal- 
braith, Glaseock, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Samuel 8. Harrison, Haynes, Henderson, Hol- 
sey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, 


Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry John- 
son, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Klingen- 
smith, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, Martin, Moses Mason, William Mason, 
May, McKim, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Page, Parks, Patterson, Franklin Pierce,Dutee 
J. Pearce, Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynoids, Roane, 
Seymour, Shieids, Smith, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, 
Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill. Underwood, Vanderpoel, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—100. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Bailey, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, 
Boyd, Briggs, Buchanan, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, 
Campbell, George Chainbers, John Chambers, Childs, Clai- 
borne, Clark, Cleveland, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Deberry, 
Denny, Dromgoole, Evans, French, Philo C. Fuller, Rice 
Garland, James Garland, Graham, Granger, Grantland, 
Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Hammond, Harlan, Albert G. 
Harrison, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Janes, 
John Jones, Kinnard, Lane, Laporte, Lawrence, Lay, Luke 
Lea, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, John Y. Mason, 
Sampson Mason, Maury, McCarty, McKay, McKennan, 
McKeon, Morris, Owens, Parker, James A. Pearce, Petti- 
grew, Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, 
Rogers, Russell, Wiiliam B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shep. 
ee Sloane, Spangler, Sprague, Standefer, Steele, Storer, 
aliaferro, Waddy ‘Thompson, Vinton, Washington, Whit- 
tlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—95. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO asked a division of the 
question. He desired that a separate vote should 
be taken on so much of the instructions as re- 

uired that all future, or similar, memorials on 
this subject should be referred to the same com- 
mittee. 

Mr. THOMAS proposed to modify his motion 


Ingham, William Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Josepn | 
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| 


| 





The House then adjourned over to Monday. 
IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 4, 1836. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Navy Department, containing, ineommliance with 
the provisions of the act of the 3d Mareh, 1809, 
an abstract of expenditures, under the contingent 


| head of said Department for the last year, 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr, PORTER presented the memorial of a 
railroad company in Louisiana, praying permis- 
sion to use the public lands over which it passes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the memorial of 
sundry citizens of Lewistown, Delaware, and the 
petition of sundry citizens of said State, praying 
for an appropriation for the construction of a 
mole or wharf near the Delaware breakwater; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merece, 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 


| of the heirs of the late Captain George Cook, 
| praying compensation for services rendered and 
| losses sustained by the deceased in the revolu- 


tionary war; which was referred to tac Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Martin 
Daly and others, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims; and the petition of Captain 
John Bosworth; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Daniel Stoddert, praying for a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LEIGH presented the petition of the rep- 
resentatives of the late Commodore Thompson, 
praying for certain allowances in his accounts, 


| which were disallowed him at the Navy Depart- 


_ment; also, praying compensation for certain dip- 
| lomatic services rendered by the deceased; which 
was referred, the first prayer of the memorial to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and the second 
‘prayer to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


| 
|_ Mr. L. also presented the petition of Richard 


| 


| vices rendered during the last war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


papers of Andrew Knox, on the files of the last 
session, were again referred to the Commitice on 
the Public Lands. 
BANKS OF THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. KENT moved to take up the memorial of 
the president and directors of the Bank of the 


a 


the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. BRENTON said, he should to-morrow 


| Boon, praying for compensation for military ser- 


On motion by Mr. BLACK, the petition and 


Metropolis, praying for a recharter, and refer it to 


: 
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submit a resolution to refer the memorials of all 
these banks to a select committee. He wished an 
inquiry instituted into the affairs of these banks— 
the manner in which their business had been con- 
ducted—the amount of capital employed, and if 
necessary for the commercial wants of the Dis- 
trict. 
on the table until to-morrow. 

Mr. KENT expressed the hope, that the gen- 
tleman would permit the memorial to take the 
usual course. 


Mr. BENTON said that, in order that the Senate | 


might not be taken by surprise, he would inform 
the Senate that he intended to-morrow to make a 
motion to go into an investigation of the concerns 
of these banks. He should move for a pretty 
extensive committee. He would not repeat in the 
Senate the charges he had heard against these 
banks; but, if a tithing of what he had heard 
concerning them was true, those petitioners ought 
to have leave to withdraw their petitions. 

‘The petition was then referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported, without amendment, the 
bill to provide for the legal adjudication and set- 
tlement of claims to lands therein mentioned. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the further 


consideration of the bill for the relief of John O. | 


Bannon. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice that he 


would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill 
making an appropriation for a road from Lime 


Creek to Chattahoochee. Also, a bill to authorize | 


Whitman and Lamar to import, free of duty, an 
iron steamboat in detached parts. 
BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 
Mr. LINN, in pursuance of notice given, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce the following 


bilis; which were severally read twice and re- || 


ferred: 

A bill for issuing certain land patents at Green 
Bay, and for other purposes; 

A bill for the relief of J. and W. Beeson, and 
others; and 

A bill for the relief of Robert Abbott and the 
heirs of James Abbott, deceased. 


; NEW POST ROUTES. 
Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution, 
which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following routes in the State of Missouri : 

From Jefferson city, the seat of government, through the 
seats of justice for the counties of Morgan, Benton, Polk, 
and Green, to the seat of government of the Territory of 
Arkansas. 

From the seat of justice of Green county, through the 
seats of justice of Polk, Benton, Rives, Van Buren, and 
Jackson. 

From Boonville, Cooper county, through the seats of jus- 
tice of Pettis, Johnson, and to Van Buren. 

From the seat of justice of Green county, through the 
seat of justice of Pulaski, Crawtord, by Massey’s fron 
Works, to Union, the seat of justice of Franklin county. 

From Jefferson City, through the seat of justice of Gas- 
conade county, Crawford, Potosi, Washington county, 
Farmington, St. Francis county, to Jackson, the seat of 
justice tor Cape Giradeau county, twice a week. 

From the seat of justice of Stoddard county to Green- 
ville, the seat of justice for Wayne county. 

From Potosi, the seat of justice for Washington county, 
through the seat of justice of Ripley county, to Jackson, in 
Arkansas, in a two-horse coach. 

From Jefferson City to Boonville, in Cooper county ; from 
Boonville, through the seat of justice of Salina county, to 
Latuyette, to Independence, the seat of justice of Jackson 
county, in a four-horse post coach, twice a week. 


From St. Louis, through the seats ot justice of St. Charles," | 


Montgomery, Warren, Fulton, the seat of justice of How- 
ard county; the town of Chariton, Keatsville, the seat of 
justice of Chariton county, Carrollton, the seat of justice of 
Ray county, three times a week, in a four-horse post coach. 

“rom St. Louis to St. Charles, three times a week, in 
four-horse post coaches. 

From Louisiana, in Pike county, to Bowling Green, to 
Fulton, in Calloway county, in two-horse post coaches. 

From St. Genevieve, by Bolivia post office, to Frederick- 
town, the seat of justice of Madison county, once a week. 

From Jackson, the seat of justice of Cape Giradeau, by 
the towns of Giradeau, | aton, the seat of justice of Scott 
county, to New Madrid, the seat of justice of New Madrid 
county. i 

WILLIAM FETTYPLACE. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, the petition and 
documents of William Fettyplace and others, on 
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He preferred that the memorial should lay i] 











the files of the last session, were again referred 
| to the Committee on Claims. 
LANDS TO EDUCATE THE POOR. 

Thvesolution submitted on Thursday last by 

Mr. Henpnicks, was considered and agreed to. 
COMPENSATION TO CLERKS. 

The bill supplementary to the act to regulate 

and fix the compensation of the clerks in the dif- 


GLOBE. 


ferent offices, passed 20th April, 1818, was read 


the third time and passed. 
BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 
The following bills were severally read the se- 


’ 5S 
reading: 


The bill for the relief of Irwin Shubrick; 
The bill for the relief of the owners of the brig 
| Dispatch and cargo; and 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy. 
JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF THE UNITED STATES. 


/act to amend the judicial system of the United 
States,’’ was taken up as the special order of the 
day. 


Mr. CLAYTON said this bill had passed the | 


Senate at the last session by a vote of thirty-one 
to five. The plan adopted im the bill he thought 


was not the best possible plan that might have | 


been adopted; and he was one of the five that had 


ject had been before Congress a numberof years, 


|| and the action upon it had been greatly procrasti- 


/nated. He was, under existing circumstances, at 


vote for the bill. It was not necessary, as the bill 
had been acted on at the lasf session, to go into a 
discussion of the merits of it. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH suggested an amend- 
ment as to the day of holding the courts, so as to 


make the * firstof May’? read ** the first Monday | 


in May,”’ &e. 

Mr. CLAYTON said it had been intended by- 
the committee that it should read as the gentle- 
man [Mr. Gotpsporoven] had suggested, and 


that its not reading so was, perhaps, a clerical | 


| error. 
| Mr. Gorpsporoven’s amendment was agreed 
to. 
| Mr. BLACK moved an amendment by striking 
| out ** Natchez,’’ and inserting ‘* Jackson,”’ after 
some remarks from Mr. B. in favor of it. 

| Mr. CLAYTON stated he had no objection to 
|| it 


Mr. PORTER thought the increase of travel- 
ing by the judges, which would be caused by the 
emendment offered by the gentleman, [Mr. 
ist acx,) would make the performance of their 
duties very heavy on them. 
Mr. BLACK said it was onl j 
| from Pittsburg to Jackson, and a daily mail was 
now running between those places; also, that a 
| railroad would soon be completed on. that route, 
which he thought would meet the objection of 
the gentleman trom Louisiana, [Mr. Porter. 


| 
| 
| 


to take the suggestion of the gentleman from 
| Mississippi, [Mr. Biack;] but he would sug- 
gest himself that a good deal of commercial and 

maritime business accrued at Natchez; many 
| matters of small amount were litigated there, and 
| he thought it would be burdensome to the parties 
| to oblige them to follow their small claims to 
| Jackson. 

Mr. Biack’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said the district of 
Pennsylvania and other districts had been formed 
in the bill as he understood it. As the law now 
stood they were divided into several Cistricts. 
He wished to know whether the same judge was 
to hold courts in the two districts in Pennsyl- 
vania? There wasa clause in the bill which gave 

a direct appeal from the circuit to the district 
| courts. He would like to know, also, whether 
Pennsylvania was included in that provision? and 
| spoke of Mobile as an eligible point for a circuit 
court to be established in Alabama. 

Mr. PORTER said, if the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Kina] could show the Senate that the 
one judge could not perform the duties in his dis- 
trict, he (Mr. P.) would be willing to modify the 
bill to meet his views, 


4 ————— 


cond time, and considered as in Committee of the | 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed fora third | 


The bill supplementary to the act entitled ‘an | 


voted against it at the last session; but the sub- | 


present disposed to acquiesce in its provisions and | 


forty-five miles | 


' 











Mr. BUCHANAN, for one, would be willing | 


> 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, did not wish to throw 
any obstacles in the way of the passage of the 
bill He thought a point somewhere between the 
northern and southern division in his district 
would best accommodate the State he represented, 
Business would naturally go to the central point 
and it would be a saving in the mileage of wit. 
nesses, &c. He would like the modification. 

Mr. LEIGH said he understood there were two 
district courts in Alabama. His purpose was to 
extend the jurisdiction of the circuit courts over 
the whole State. He would suggest an amend- 
ment, which he thought would meet the views of 
the gentleman, [Mr. Kine, of Alabama,] which 
was to strike out *‘ southern district’’ and insert 
** several districts.’? ‘That would place Alabama 
in the same situation with North Carolina. He 
would therefore move to amend it; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LEIGH suggested another amendment, to 
make the bill correspond with North Carolina and 
Virginia; which was to make it read, ‘ the district 
of Maryland, the eastern district of Virginia, and 
the districts of North Carolina.”’ 

Mr. PORTER moved to insert, after the word 
** Delaware,’’ the words, *‘ eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania;’’ which was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON moved to make Delaware 
read ‘‘the district of Delaware;’’ which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, moved to strike out 
the word ** southern”’ in the third section; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT felt as if he and his colleague 
would be very.inexcusable were they ta let the 
bill pass in its present shape, without endeavor- 
ing to obtain for New York what was so neces- 
sary and desirable to her—an additional circuit. 
He would not propose an amendment now; but 
before the bill was ordered to be engrossed, he 
wished to reserve the right to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PORTER said that, as this bill had pro- 
gressed so far towards its final passage, he would 
suggest to the gentleman from New York [Mr 
Wrieut] the propriety of bringing in asother 
bill embracing his object. In the western coun- 
try they thought this bill had been much delayed 
He felt anxious for the early passage of it. 

Mr. CLAYTON suggested another amend- 
ment, to correspond with the amendment already 
made in relation to Alabama. 

Some conversation between Mr. Leieu and 
Mr. Crayron, respecting the amendment of Mr 
Cuayton, took place, when 

Mr. CLAYTON said, he would take occasion 
to state he was willing to coéperate with the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Wricut] in a sepa- 
rate bill for the regulation of the western district 
of New York, and thought he [Mr. Wnraicut] 
had better let this bill pass, 

Mr. WRIGHT could not comply with the 
request of the gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. 
Cosszem.] The bill had come up before he had 
anticipated it. He would, however, convince the 
Senate of the propriety of the amendment he 
would offer. He would venture to say that the 

judge would never pass through his cireuit with- 
out passing through Albany, either going or re- 
turning. He spoke of the vast amount of busi- 
ness that originated in the city of New York for 
the United States court. He objected to a sepa- 
rate bill. His constituents would complain, and 
ask why they were taxed with a separate bill, 
when a general billhad passed ? The amendment 
he shotld propose would adopt the feelings of 
his constituents. He did not say so by way of 
threat, but by way of persuasion. Mr. W. then 
moved to insert, after the word * hereafter,’’ in 
the ninth line of the first section, the words, * the 
districts of Vermont, Connecticut, and New York, 
shall constitute the second district.” 

Mr. CLAYTON observed that, as this amend- 
ment was pressed by the Senator from New York, 
he would not oppose it. He would, however, 








ask the honorable Senator if he had sufficiently 
considered the details of the bill, and how far the 
amendment would interfere with them? He should 
regret if the bill was retarded by the amendment. 
He would also ask whether the judge who is to 
perform the duties contemplated by the amend- 
ment, would be willing to encounter the additional 
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labor, and whether he had not already as much 
business as he could attend to? He was willing, 
however, to take the amendment as offered by 
the gentleman from New York, leaving it to him 
to make such other amendment as the details of 
the bill rendered necessary. 

Mr. WRIGHT was aware that some additional | 
amendment as to the time and place of holding 
the court would be necessary, and if the amend- 
ment should be adopted he or his colleague would 
submit the proper motion. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, observed that, as the 
Senator from New York had thought proper to 
introduce this amendment, other Senators, coming 
from States where there was no more than one | 
district judge, might be induced to offer a similar 
amendment. Why (he asked) was not this in- 
convenience, as regards New York, thought of | 
before? He asked the Senator if it was right, at | 
this time, to throw obstacles in the way of a bill 
so important to the new States—a bill fraught with 
a measure which he conceived they had a consti- 








tutional right to, which they had been so long | 


contending for, and which they were now about 
to obtain? He hoped the amendment would not 
be pressed at this time. If, hereafter, the gentle- 
man, on finding that the judge can perform the 
additional duties seein: chooses to introduce 
the measure, in the shape of a separate bill, he 
would most readily extend to him the helping 
hand; but he trusted that a bill which was to 
render the judiciary system uniform throughout 
the Union, which the new States had endeavored, 

ear after year, to get through, would not be em- 
Sccsameed by obstacles thrown in its way when 
itwas about to pass. He should vote against the 
amendment, though he hoped it would be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. PORTER said he felt very much embar- 
rassed at the situation in which he had been placed 
by the amendment. He was favorably disposed 
towards the objects it ycontemplated, though 
he feared it might somewhat embarrass the im- 
portant measure before them. He did hope that 


the gentleman from New York would not press | 


the amendment at this stage of the business; that 
they would not throw obstacles in the way of an 
important measure by tacking to it objects that 
might be accomplished in a separate bill. 


and if the claims of New York were so ver 

strong, and the inconveniences under which she 
suffered were so great, surely they ought to have 
occurred to the gentleman then. He felt, how- 
ever, that, in opposing the amendment, his hand 
was on the lion’s mane. There were forty-two 
members from New York in the other House, 
and he feared that, if the bill passed without the 
amendment, it would be greatly embarrassed 
there. 
not intend this, but he feared that such would be 
the effect. The bill was lost the last year in con- 


sequence of the amendments that delayed it. Per- || 
haps the Senator from Pennsylvania might be | 
enlightened, and think that a similar amendment | 


was necessary for his State, and by moving it 
occasion further embarrassment to the bill. 


Mr. WRIGHT said that there was one remark || 
he was compelled to make in reply to the Sena- | 


tor from Louisiana. He understood that gentle- 
man as saying that he had attacked the bill by 
throwing obstacles in its way. 


Mr. PORTER explained. He said tacked, not | 


attacked. He had expressed the hope that the 
gentlemen would not throw obstacles in the way 
of the bill by tacking other objects to it. 

Mr. WRIGHT said he was glad he had misun- 
derstood the gentleman, who was himself mis- 
taken as to the time of the introduction of the 
measure contemplated by theamendment. Long 
before any effort had been made to extend to Ala- 
bama the circuit system, an effort had been earn- 
estly, though respectfully, made to extend it to 
the northern portion of New York. The gentle- 
man did not seem to appreciate the geographical 
situation of New York, nor consider the great 
extent of its frontier requiring this system. He 
and his colleague had been asked not to press 
their amendment at this stage of the bill. But 
did the gentlemen from Alabama and Louisiana 
suppose that they could do their duty without 


pressing this measure? As to the details, he con- 





! This || 
bill had been before the Senate at the last session; | 


He was confident that the gentleman did | 
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| fessed he had sufficiently examined them to con- 
form his amendment to them at this time. Bat 
gentlemen must see that this was a mere matter 
of form, and the gentlemen from Connecticut and 
Vermont, and himself and his colleague, could 
not differ with regard to them. The gentleman 
from Louisiana had asked him not to press this 
amendment, and thus bring down on the bill the 
numerical force of the New York members in 
the other House. Now, it was to make the bill 
acceptable to this numerical force that he had in- 
troduced the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, he had been too long 
following the same lights on this subject to be 
enlightened at this time, as the Senator from Lou- 
isiana supposed he might be. He had been en- 
deavoring for many years to extend the circuit 
system to the new States, and should continue his 
exertions until that object was accomplished. 
What was the single roposition before the Sen- 
; ate? It was to extend this system to the six new 
| States who were justly entitled to it, and who had 
| so long been deprived of it. That was the sole 
proposition. It was so considered when the bill 
was introduced, and was so considered by the 
Judiciary Committee who had it under examina- 
tion, and who reported on it. It was admitted 
that it was desirable to extend this system to New 
York; but suppose it was done by the amend- 
ment, what then would be the duty of the Senators 
from Pennsylvania? The western district of 
Pennsylvania was not entirely inland. It had 
considerable maritime frontier, and he understood 
to-day, for the first time, that there was a petition 
numerously signed from the western part of Penn- 
sylvania for the establishment of a circuit court 
fortheir benefit. Could he and his col!cague then 
sit still,and notask for this for Pennsylvania when 
they saw the same favor granted to New York ? 
He would prefer, however, that the circuit system 
should be extended both in Pennsylvania and 
New York by a separate bill; and he would ad- 
vise the gentlemen from New York to wait, and 
go pari passu with Pennsylvania in accomplishing 
an object so desirable to both. We want (said 
Mr. B.) the same advantages for the western dis- 
| trict of Pennsylvania that they want for the norsh- 
| ern district of New York; but we shall give no 
vote that will embarrass the passage of the bill. 

Mr. NILES said there were two district courts 


' 








nominal. The court was sometimes one and 
| sometimes two daysin session. He thought the 
| difficulty suggested of performing the tour not a 
| formidable objection. So far as the constituents 
he had the honor to represent in part were con- 
cerned, he had no doubt they would be in favor 


York, [Mr. Wricut.] He felt anxious for the 
assage of the bill. But he would ask how the 
vill was to be embarrassed? Certainly not by 

making it more acceptable to a large portion of 

the country. By making it more acceptable, a 

better feeling would exist towards it which would 

be more likely to secure its passage. 





posed to vote for the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Wrgent,] and also 


tleman should offer it. All he asked of gentle- 
men was to make the bill to-day as perfect as 
| possible,*in order that it might be passed to-mor- 
|row. The Senator from New York might, on 





offer such amendments as would render the de- 
tails perfect. 

| After some further remarks from Messrs. 
| DAVIS, BLACK, TALLMADGE, MOORE, 
|| SHEPLEY, PRENTISS, and KING of Ala- 
bama, the question was taken; and Mr. Wricurt’s 
amendment was adopted—yeas 28, nays 12; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Mezgsrs. Benton, Black, Clayton, Davis, Golds- 
borough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, Knight, 
Leigh, Moore, Morris, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Robinson, Rugetes, Shepley, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Wall, White, and Wright—2s8. 





| tenden, Ewing, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, 
| McKean, Manguin, aad Southard—12. 

| After some verbal amendments were agreed to, 
| submitted by Messrs. Crayton and Leicn, 


\ 


} On motion of Mr. 


in Connecticut. The business in them was merely | 


of the amendment of the gentleman from New | 


Mr. CLAYTON said, on the whole he felt dis- | 


for the amendment mentioned by the gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucwanan,] if thatgen- | 


the third reading of the bill, by general consent, | 


NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Crit- | 
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CLAYTON, the bill was 


| laid on the table; and 
The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mowoay, January 4, 1835. 
| The Hon. R.J. Mannine, of South Carolina, 
| appeared, was qualified, and took his seat. 
PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. EVANS and SMITH, of Maine; 
Messrs. BEAN and CUSHMAN, of New 
| Hampshire; 
| Messrs. BRIGGS and ADAMS, of Massa- 
| chusetts. 
SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 
| Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Massachusetts, residing in his con- 
| gressional district, praying for the abolition of 
slavery and the slave trade in the District of Co- 
|lumbia. Mr. A. said it was his intention to move 
that the petition, without being read, be laid on 
the table; and was proceeding with a few pre- 
liminary remarks, when 

Mr. PATTON rose to a question of order. He 
desired to inquire of the Speaker whether the pe- 
tition had been received ? 

The CHAIR replied in the negative, and refer- 
red to the authorities on the subject. The first 
question which arose was—Wiill the House re- 
ceive the petition ? 

Mr. GLASCOCK moved that the petition be 
not received. 

Mr. PATTON seconded the motion, stating 
that it had been his intention to make a similar 
one, 
| Mr. GLASCOCK said he felt it to be his duty 
to make this moton, because it had been con- 
tended in the House, as well as out of it, that the 
motion that a petition be not received was un- 
| constitutional. If he could believe the motion 
| was unconstitutional, he would be one of the last 
to make it. He had endeavored to inform him- 
self on this subject, and believed that he had the 
right to make the motion. He recollected that 
when this motion was made by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Hammonp,] it seemed 
to be the understanding of the Chair that the mo- 
tion could not be sustained. If we were to take 
| the views or opinions as laid down by Jefferson, 
this was a proper motion; and if it be a proper 
motion, then this House should sustain it; and 
he would take occasion here to remark, that one 
| petition had been laid on the table by an over- 
| whelming vote. Another motien was made to 
| reject. 
| Mr. ADAMS rose to a point of order. He 

contended, under the 45th rule it was incompetent 
| to discuss and decide a petition on the day of its 
| presentation. 
'| The CHAIR said that the rule only applied to 
| petitions which had been received by the Sue, 
|and that the preliminary question of reception 
was debatable and could be decided when a peti- 
tion was first presented. 

Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, and asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The point of order arising on the a 

| discussed by Messrs. MERCER, CR Ny 


i 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 





| 
i 
} 
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eal was 
\ AIG, AD- 
AMS, SUTHERLAND, REED, GLASCOCK, 
BEARDSLEY, WILLIAMSof North Carolina, 
VANDERPOEL, BRIGGS, BELL, PATTON, 
MANN of New York, UNDERWOOD, THOM- 
aa HAMER, EVERETT, BYNUM, and VIN- 
|| TON. 

\| ‘The latter gentleman remarked that, as the only 
| question seemed to be, whether the motion made 
| by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. eel 
| should be debated to-day or to-morrow, he woul 
‘| move an adjournment, which would relieve the 
|| House of the difficulty in which it appeared to be 
|| involved. 

|| The motion was agreed to, and the House (at 
|| four o’clock, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvrspay, January 5, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Departmentof State, containing a list of the clerks 


| 
| 
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| 
| 
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employed in that Department, and the compensa- 
tion paid to each. 

Also,a report from the same Department, made 
1» compliance with the resolutions of Congress 
of the 23d April, 1516, and July 14, 1832, con- 
tatnine a reeister of all the officers, civil, naval, 
and military, employed in the service of the 
United States. 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. EWING presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Belmont county, Ohio, praying for the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, 
and moved to refer the same to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia; and 

On motion by Mr. GRUNDY, it was laid on 
the table. 

LEPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which had been referred the bill author- 
izing certain allowances to be made in the accounts 
of the Ameri on Consul at London, reported the 
same without amendment: and 

On motion by Mr. D., the bill was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be 
enerossed for a third reading. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred the petition 
of David Bear, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read,and ordered toa second reading. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petition of James Thomas, 
reported a bill for his relief; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
cinry, to which had been referred the message 
of the President relative to the bequest to the 

Tnited States of the late James Smithson, of 
London, for the purpose of f yunding a seminary 
of learning at the eity of Washington, made a 
report thereon, accompanied by a joint resolution 
authorizing the President to appoint an agent for 
the purpose of receiving the bequest, and carry- 
ing the intentions of the testator in that behalf 
into effect. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to a 
second reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. L., from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the bill for the relief of Theo- 
dore Brigitwell, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the bill 
to revive and continue the act for the relief of the 
legal represcntatives of John Donnell and Stephen 
Heard, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which had been referred the bill 
to revive and continue in force the act for the 
final adjustment of private land claims in Mis- 
souri, reported the same without amendment. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. HENDRICKS gave notice that he would, 
to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a billto authorize 
the Leavenworth and Bloomington and other 
railroad companies therein named, to locate roads 
through the public lands, 

BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, in pursuance of notice 
given, asked and obtained leave, and introduced 
a bill to authorize George Whitman and John B. 
Lamar to import, free of duty, an iron steam- 
boat, in detached parts; also, a bill making an 
appropriation for the completion of the road from 
Lime Creek to Chattahoochee, and for the con- 
struction of bridges thereon; both of which were 
twice read, and referred. 

LESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 

Mr. BENTON submuted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be raised to act 
jointly with any committees raised for similar purposes by 
the House of Representatives, to whom shall be reierred all 
the petitions now presented to the Senate for the renewal 
of Bank charters within the District of Columbia, with au- 
thority to examine into the conduct of said banks; and 
for that purpose to have authority to send tor persons and 
papers, to inspect books, aud to examine witnesses on 
oath; also, to examine into the condition of the cur- 
rency in the District of Columbia, and the means of im- 
proving it, and approximating i to the currency of the 
C ynstitution; also, to inquire into the necessity (if any) 
for *e o> of circulation in te District of Columbia, in 


| Tennessee to issue grants and perfect titles to 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





. B i 
contradistinction to banks of discount and deposit, and 


for dealing in bullion and exchange; also, to inquire 
how far banks of any kind are wanted for the uses of the 
Federal Government in this District, and wherefore the 
Proeasurer of the United States may not act as keeper and 
payer of the public moneys within the District of Columbia, 
and drawer of checks or drafts in favor of those who may 
choose to receive their money elsewhere. The said select 
committee to lave leave to employ a clerk, and to report by 
bill or otherwise. | 


Mr. CALHOUN submitted the following reso- | 
lution; which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be directed || 
to report to the Senate, before the third Monday of the pres- | 


ent instant, the amount of revenue from all sources, during | | 
the year ending on the 3ist December last, as far as returns | 
have been received, with an estimate of the amount to be | 
received. 

Mr. RUGGLES submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to the Senate, the survey and plan of West 
Thomaston harbor, in Maine, together with the estimated | 
expense of contemplated improvements therein, made pur- | 
suant to a resolution of the last Congress. | 

Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inguire into the expediency of reorganizing 
the General Land Office, so as to give it more efficiency, | 
and to ¢nable that office to meet the exigencies of the in- | | 
creased and increasing wants of the settlers in the western 
country ; and also of making that office a separate depart 
ment of the Government. 

Mr. EWLNG submitted the following resolu- || 
tion; which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to imform the Senate what has been the whole cost of 
attending the purchase and managementof the public lands | 
up to the first day of January, 1835, designating the amount 
of each of the various heads of expenditure ; also, that he 
inform the Senate what amount of land has been surveyed 
and offered tor sale in each of the States and Territories, 
the amount which bas been sold in each, and the net pro- | 
ceeds of such sales to the said first day of January, 1835. | 

THE JUDICIARY SYSTEM. 

On motion by Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate | 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill in addi- | 
tion to the ‘* act to amend the judiciary system of | 
the United States.’’ | 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved an amendment in 
the second section, after the word * annually,’’ in || 
the twentieth line, by inserting the words, ‘‘in the | 
northern district of New York, at Albany, on the 
first Tuesday in June and the second Tuesday in 
October;’’ which was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved an amendment in | 
the tenth line of the first section, to make it read, | 
**the eastern and western districts of Pennsy]l- | 
vania.’’ Also, in the second section, fifteenth 
line, by inserting the words, ‘in the western 
district, in the city of Pittsburg, on the 17th day | 
of March;’’ which was agreed to. 

Mr. B. also introduced an amendment to pre- 
vent the bill in its operation from interfering with 
the holding of the courts in Utica, in the State of 
New York, and Williamsport, in the State of 
Pennsylvania; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON moved an amendment in the 
fourth section, after the word ** Alabama,’’ in the 
eighth line, the words, *‘the northern district 
of New York, and western district of Pennsyl- 
vania;’’ which was agreed to. 

After some further verbal amendments, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading. 








| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


| 
BILLS PASSED. | 


The following bills were severally read the third | 
time, and passed: \| 
The bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy; |! 
The bill for the relief of the owners of the | 
Brig Despatch and cargo; and 
The bill for the relief of Irvin Shubrick. | 
EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate | 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- | 
ness; and when the doors were opened, 
The Senate adjourned. | 


j 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, January 5, 1836. 


Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on the || 
Public Lands, by unanimous consent, reported a || 
bill to amend the act authorizing the State of 


| 


} 
‘ 





January 5, 


— - ee a —, 


'| certain lands therein described, and to settle the 
claims to the vacant and unappropriated lands 
_ within the same State, passed the Isth of April, 


1806. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. W. B. SHEPARD moved to suspend the 


_ rules, in order that reports might be received from 


the standing committees; which was agreed to, 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 

Ways and Means, reported a bill making an 

appropriation for suppressing hostilities, com- 


_menced by the Seminole Indians; which was read 


twice, and committed to the Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. C. gave notice that, in consequence of the 
urgent necessity that this bill should be speedily 


acted on, he should call it up to-morrow. 


Mr. C., from the same committee, reported the 
following bills; which were read twice, and com- 
mitted: 

A bill making appropriations for the current 


| expenses of the Indian Department, and for In- 
| dian annuities and other similar objects, for 1836; 
| and 


A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., 


| of New York. 


Mr. C., from the same committee, reported the 


| following substitute for the second section of the 
| bill for the relief of the sufferers by the late fire in 


the city of New York: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the collector of 
the port of New York is hereby authorized and directed to 


|| extend the payment in the manner prescribed in the first 


section of this act of all other bonds given for duties at the 
port of New York, prior to the late fire, and not provided 
for in the first section, as aforesaid, for six, nine, and twelve 


| montis, from and after the day of payment specified in the 


bonds: Provided, however, That nothing contained in this 
act shall extend to bonds which had fallen due before the 


| 17th day of December last. 


Mr. C, gave notice that he would call up, for 
consideration, this bill, and the bill making partial 
appropriations for the support of Government for 
the yeur 1836, on to-morrow. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, moved that 
a document in relation to the remission of duties 
under the tariff of 1828, be printed for the use of 
the House, which was agreed to. 


Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 


| Revolutionary Pensions, reported the following 


bills, which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; and 

A bill for the relief of Peter Doxtater and Jacob 
Weaver. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas Haliday; and 

A bill for the relief of William Woodward and 
William Mitchell. = + 

Mr. GRENNELL, from the Committee on 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 


representatives of Josias Thompson; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill for the 
relief of Gilbert A. Smith and others; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bi'l for the relief of Clark Allen; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, reported a bill to 
incorporate a fire insurance company in the town 
of Alexandria, District of Columbia; which was 
read twice, and ordered to be engrossed and read 


| a third time to-morrow. 


Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill concerning pensions, payable out of the 
navy pension fund; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel W. Ruff; and 

A bill for the relief of James Wilthank. 

Mr. KENNON, from the Committee on the 


| Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of F. 
| Eskridge and E. Fisk; which was read twice and 


committed. 

Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Dr. Absalom Baird; 
which was read twice and committed. 
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Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Daniel 
Smith; which was 7ead twice and committed. 

Mr. CASEY, from’ the Committee on Public 
Lands, made a report, accompanied by a bill to 
graduate the price of the public lands, to make 
srovision for actual settlers, and to cede the refuse 
edb to the States wherein the same may lie; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, said, as 
the bill last reported was one of great importance, 
he would move that one thousand additional 
copies of the bill and report be printed. 

Mr. SLADE named three thousand copies. | 

Mr. WILLIAMS accepted the modification, 
when the motion, by consent, was considered | 
and agreed to. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Dement; which was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to author- | 
ize a compromise and secure to the United States | 
the title to Pea-Patch Island, in the State of Del- | 
aware; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of Farish Carter and the heirs of Charles Wil- 
liamson, deceased; which was read twice and 
committed. | 

Mr. JONES, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Nathaniel Tyler; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill for | 
the relief of Thomas McLelland and James 
Smith; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- | 
mittee on Public Lands, reported the following | 
bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of David Browning; and | 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Boone. | 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, from the Com- | 


mittee on Private Land Claims, reported a bill for | | 
the relief of James Caulfield; which was read || 


twice and committed. | 
Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the re- | 
lief of Don Louis Rosamond Orillion; which | 
was read twice and committed. 
Mr. INGHAM, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of William | 
Stanard; which was read twice and committed. 
Unfavorable reports upon various petitions | 
were made by Messrs. HAYNES, WHITTLE- 
SEY, DAVIS, KENNON, WILLIAMS of 


North Carolina, PLERCE of New Hampshire, | 


STORER, LINCOLN, BOND, LEA of Ten- 
nessee, LAWLER, COFFEE, LYON and FRY, 
from their respective standing committees. 


REPORTS FROM SELECT COMMITTEES. | 
| 
| 


Mr. STORER, from the select committee to 


whom the petition of Morgan Neville had been || 


referred, reported a joint resolution; which was | 


Mr. WISE, from the select committee raised 
on the subject, reported a bill to carry into effect 
a resolution of the Congress of 1787, to erect a 
marble column at Yorktown, in Virginia; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, from the select 
committee to whom had been referred the Rules 
of the House, reported sundry amendments to 
the same; which were laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HATS OFF. 

Mr. PARKER asked the consent of the House 
to receive and print an additional amendment, 
providing that, during the session of the House, 
the members should, unless otherwise ordered, 
sit uncovered. 

The House refused to receive the amendment. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications : 

I. A report from the Secretary of the Navy, in 
pursuance of the act of 3d March, 1809, embrac- 
ing an abstract of expenditure under the contin- 
gent head of said Department; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 


read twice and committed. | 
| 
| 
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Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private Land | II. Areportfrom the Secretary of the Treasury, 


pursuant to a resulution of the 3lst of December 
last, containing a tabular statement of the sums 
yearly paid undereach particular head of expend- 
iture, since the year 1816; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAVEJOHNSON, in view of the import- 
ance of this document, moved, by consent, that 
five thousand additional copies be printed; which 
was agreed to. 

III. A letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting, in pursuance of a resolution of 
July 10, 1832, various statements showing the 
capital, the amount of notes in circulation, specie 
on hand, discounts, &c., of State banks; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, by consent, moved to 
print five thousand additional copies of the last 
named document. 

Mr. G. LEE, of New York, suggested seven 
thousand five hundred. : 


sand. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, named ten thou- 


Objection being made to the consideration of 


the proposition at this time, it was, under the 
ules, laid over one day. 
1V. A communication from the Secretary of 
War, in relation to the condition of ordnance and 
ordnance stores; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


mitting printed copies of the Annual Register of 
the Expenditures of the Government; which was 
| laid upon the table. 

VI. A letter from the Secretary of State, trans- 
mitting a list of the clerks employed in his De- 


|| partment, and their compensation; which was 


V. A letter from the Seerctary of State, trans- | 


reterred to the Committee on the Expenditures in | 


the State Department, and ordered to be printed. 
NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House addi- 


mittee on Elections. 
| CLERKS FOR QUARTERMASTER GENERAL. 
Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, from the Committee 


| tional depositions in the contested election from | 
| North Carolina; which were referred to the Com- 


on Military Affairs, reported a bill to authorize |! 


| clerks and a messenger in his office; which was 
| read twice and committed. 

@ SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills from the Senate were read 


| twice and committed: 


| the quartermaster general to employ additional || 
| 
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Rogers. Russell, Seymour, William B. Shepard, Shinn, 
Smith, Steele, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, Toueey, 
Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, 
Washingion, and Weeks—1L19. 

NAYS —Messrs. Chilton Allan, Teman Allen, Beale, Bell, 
Boad, Brige:, Bunch, Bynum, John Cathoon, William B. 
Calhoun, Ciumpbell, George Chambers, Joha Clamberys, 
Chaney, Childs, Nathaniel UH. Ciaiborne, Joba PF. i. Clai- 
borne, Clark, Coles, Corwin, Cranc, Davie, Deborry, Denny, 
Evans, Evereti, Fore ster, Rice Garland, Graham, Granger, 
Graves, Grenneli, Giffin, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hammond, 
Hannegan, Hurd, Hardin, Martaa, Hazoltine, Hoar, Howell, 
Huntsman, Ingersoll, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph Jonson, Cave 
Jonnson, Henry Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Lawler, Lawrence, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, 
Lineota, Love, Lucas, Samp:son Mason, Maury, McCarty, 
MeKennan, MeLene, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Patterson, 
Patton, Dutee J. Poarece, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew. 
Phillips, Pinckney, Read, Rencher, Johu Reynolds, Ripley, 
Schenck, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Stade, Sioan, 
Spangicr, Sprague, Standiier, Storer, Tatiaforro, John 
Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Turner, Underwood, Vin- 
ton, Web ter. White, Winuttlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod 
Williams, and Wise—1l 1. 


So the House refused to suspend the rule, two 
thirds being necessary. 
ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The first business for consideration was the 
y gare debated yesterday on the point of or- 
der, on the petition presented by Mr. Apams, 
from certain citizens of Massachusetts, praying 
for the abolition of slavery and the slave trade 


within the District of Columbia. 


Mr. CRAIG expressed a hope that the House 
would consent to proceed in the call for pétitions, 
as this was the Jast day of the session, except on 
Mondays, when petitions and memorials could be 
presented, 

Mr. BEARDSLEY moved that the subject 
before the House, viz: the question of order and 
the principal subject connected with it, be post- 
poned ull Tuesday next, which was agreed to, 

REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 

On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 

Resolvel, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the exp *diency of restor- 
ing to the list of p*ncioners for services in the revolution- 
ary war, the names of all persons who were entitled to 
and obtained pensions under the act of Congress of 18th 
March, 1818, but who:e names were afterwards stricken 
from the list, and Lave not sinee been restored for the sin- 
gle reason, that they were not in abject poverty. 


On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of granting to Cap- 
tain John Smith, of the borough of Carlisle, in the State of 


| Pennsylvania, late a lieutenant in the revolutionary army, 
| commutation pay in licu of half pay during lite ; and that all 


| A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, execu- | 


|| tor of Colonel Richard Smith; 


A bill to extend two patents to James Barron; 
A billsupplementary to ** An act to regulate and 
| fix the compensation of the clerks in the public 
| offices,’’ passed April 28, 1818; and 

A bill authorizing the President of the United 
ates to run and mark the line dividing the ter- 


| St 
| ritory of the United States and the State of Mis- 
| souri. 

| MEMORIAL OF LEGISLATURE OF MICHIGAN. 


House to present, and to refer to the Committee 
/on the Judiciary, a memorial purporting to be 
from the Legislature of the State of Michigan. 

Mr. BOND moved that it be not received. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY hoped that the House would 
| permit the memorial to take the usual course. 

He saw no necessity for so much formality abouta 
| matter so trifling. He moved to suspend the rule, 
in order to enable him to present the petition. 

Mr. KINNARD demanded the yeas and nays 
| on the motion to suspend the rule; which were 
ordered; and were as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Ashley, Bailey, 
Bean, Beardsley, Bockee, Borden, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, 
Buchanan, Cambreleng, Casey, Chapman, Chapin, Cleve- 
land, Coffee, Conner, Craig, Cratner, Cushman, Doubleday, 
Dromgoole, Effner. Fairfield, Farlin, French, Fry, Philo C. 
Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, 
Glascock, Grantland, Grayson, Joseph Hall, Samuel 8. 
Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Haynes, Hender- 
son, Holsey, Hopkins, Hubley, Huntington, Ingham, Wil- 
liam Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Richard M. Johnson, John 
W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Klingensmith, Lansing, La- 

porte, George W. Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leon- 
ard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Man- 
| ning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Ma- 
son, May, McComas, McKay, MeKeon, McKim, Mont- 
| gomery, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, 
| Parks, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Potts, Roane, Robertson 


| Mr. BEARDSLEY ‘asked the consent of the 





| 


the pipers now on the files of this House relating thereto 
be referred to the said committee. 


Mr. CRAIG, by leave, offered the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of allowing Da- 


vid L. Johnston, sole heir of Captain James John ton, who 
fell in the war of the Revolution, the seven year halt pay 


| promised by the resolution of the old Congress of the 24th 


of August, 1780, and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

On motion by Mr. PATTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing 
by law for the payment to Philip Lightioot, of Port Royal, 
Virginia, of the commutation of five years’ full pay (with 
interest) in lieu of hal-pay for life, due to bis father, Philip 
Lightioot, for services in the war of the Revolution. 

R. P. LETCHER AND THOMAS P. MOORE. 


On motion by Mr. J. Y. MASON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing tor the payment 
to Robert P. Letcher and Thomas P. Moore, the compen- 
sation fixed by law, as m*mbers of the Twenty-Third Con- 
gress from the State of Kentucky, for their attendance at 
| the first session of that Congress. 


PETITIONS,. MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were presented b 
Messrs. ADAMS, LAWRENCE, LINCOLN, 
PHILLIPS, REED, JACKSON,GRENNELL, 
CUSHING, and CALHOUN, of Massachu- 
setts; 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 

Messrs. INGHAM, TOUCEY, and HALEY, 
of Connecticut; 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont; 

Messrs. WARDWELL, GILLET, HARD, 
HAZELTINE, MANN, BEARDSLEY, CAM- 
BRELENG, CHAPIN, M'KEON, VANDER- 
| POEL, TURRILL, WARD, TAYLOR, HUN- 
| TINGTON, and FULLER, of New York. 
| (Mr. Bearpsvey presented a memorial from 
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the Legislature of Michigan. Mr. B.said he had 
not read the memorial through; but as the subject 
had already been referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and was then undergoing investiga- 
tion before that committee, and as the memorial he 
held in his hand assumed to be an argument on 
the same subject, he moved that it be referred to 
the Committce on the Judiciary, and printed. 

Mr. Hannecan called for the reading of the 
memorial, which, having been done, Mr. H. 
moved its rejection, and called for the yeas and 
nays. 

“he Cai decided that the question must lie 
over till the next day of presenting petitions. 

Mr. Cuarin prevented the memorial of John 
McDonnell, of Michigan, asking compensation 
for property destroyed during the late war. 

Mr. ‘Turnine presented the following: 

A petition of the heirs of Peter Dygert, asking 
payment for services during the Revolution, for 
which Peter Dygert received Continental money, 
that proved to be of no value. 

Petition of Joel Burt, asking for the passage of 
a law to satisfy a judgment recovered against him 
by Charles B. Bristol, in consequence of his acts 
in enforcing the embargo law as United States 
collector. 


Mr. PA RKER, of New Jersey; 


Messrs. McKENNAN, HUBLEY, CHAM- | 


BERS, GALBRAITH, MUHLENBERG, AN- 
THONY, BUCHANAN, DENNY, INGER- 


SOLL, ASH,and SUTHERLAND, of Pennsyl- 


vania; 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 

Messrs. McKIM, STEELE, WASHING- 
TON, PEARCE, and TURNER, of Maryland; 

Messrs. LUCAS, MERCER, CRAIG, MA- 
SON, LOYALL, JOHNSON, PATTON, TAL- 
IAFERRO, MORGAN, and WISE, of Virginia; 

All which petitions were respectively referred 
to the appropriate standing committees. 

DELAY IN THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. WISE said, it would be recollected that, 

on the 8th of December last, he had moved that 


fifteen thousand copies of the President’s mes- | 


sage, with the accompanying documents, and five 
thousand without the documents, in addition to 
the usual number, should be printed for the use 
of the members of the House. He found by the | 
joint resolution, prescribing the duties of the | 
public printers, that in case of any inconvenient 
delay in the public printing, or in the delivery of | 
the work, the Secretary of the Senate and the | 
Clerk of the House were respectively authorized | 
and required to employ another printer to execute | 
any portion of the work, and charge the excess | 
above what was allowed by the joint resolution, | 
to the printer guilty of wads negligence or delay. | 
Mr. wW. wished to inquire of the Clerk, whether 
he could inform the House of the cause of the | 
gross negligence or delay, on the part of the 


public printer, in printing these fifteen thousand || 


copies of the message and documents, and five | 
thousand of the message alone. Heretofore this | 
work had béen done within the first week or ten | 
days; now, nearly a month had transpired, and 
oak a very small number had been sent in. 

he CHAIR said that, during the time occu- | 
pied in the receipt of petitions, no discussion on 
other subjects could be entertained. 


Mr. GILLET said he was prepared to give ||? ; this & 
ss : 8 | said one word relating to this bill, if the yeas and 


|| nays had not been called; and as they were called, 


the required information, if the House would 
permit, 


cussion, without the House gave leave. 

Mr. GILLET then asked leave to explain; he 
desired to make a brief statement only in reply 
to the interrogatory of the gentleman from 
ginia. 


} 
} 


| 


sundry officers of the Army, containing two pro- 
jects for the equalization of the pay of the Army 
and Navy of the United States, 
On motion by Mr. B., it was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 


| Roads and Canals, to which the subject had been 
| referred, reported a bill making appropriations for 
| the continuation of the Cumberland road, in the 


|| States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; which was 


read, and ordered to a second reading, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 
} 
} 


| 


January 6, 


SRN ccc 


| . » . . {| . . . 
'| and Lieutenant Vinton, a committee in behalf of || the very opposite of the objections of the Senator 
| from Missouri, (Mr. Benron.] He (Mr.C.) was 


opposed to increasing the number of judges to 
the number of twelve. He hoped the passage 


of this bill would put that question forever at 
|| rest, and that the number of judges never would 


exceed nine at most. 


Mr. PORTER rose briefly to remark, that it 


| was rather strange to hear a gentleman say he 


| On motion by Mr. TIPTON, the Committee 
| on Claims were discharged from the further con- 


sideration of the bills for the payment of a debt 


| due to Joseph Bogy, for the payment of a debt 


due to Antoine Peltier, and for the relief of Pierre | 


Menard; and the same were referred to the Com- 


| mittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr.SHEPLEY, from the Committee on Claims, | 


| for the relief of John McCarty—reported the same | 


to which the subject had been referred—the bill 


without amendment, but with a recommendation | 


that it ought not to pass, 
Mr. 8., from the same committee, made an 
| unfavorable report on the petition of Nahum 
Ward, President of the Ohio Company. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on | 


the Judiciary, to which had been referred the 
memorial of James Smith, made an unfavorable 
report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
|; merce, submitted a resolution, which was con- 
| sidered and adopted. 

NEW POST ROUTES IN MISSOURI. 


‘| The resolution submitted on Monday last by 


| 


The CHAIR said he could not paris any dis- he would not say more than a dozen. 
e 


| Mr. Linn, relative to the establishment of sun- 


dry new post routes in Missouri, was considered | 


and adopted. 


[A slight error occurred in copying this reso- | 
|| lution. 


It contemplates running a line of stages 
| from St. Charles to Palmyra, which was omitted. } 
RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Tipton, relative to the Land Office, was consid- 
ered and adopted. 

DISTRICT BANKS. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Benton, for the appointment of a select com- 
mittee on the petitions of the District banks, 
praying for recharter, was, on motion by Mr. 
SournarD, postponed to Monday next. 

BERNARD PATTON. 

The report of the Committee on Claims, unfa- 
vorable to the petition of Bernard Patton, was 
concurred in. 

AMERICAN CONSUL AT LONDON. 

The bill authorizing the allowance of certain 
charges in the accounts of the American Consul 
at London, was read the third time and passed. 
JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The bill supplementary to the act entitled ‘* an 
act to amend the judiciar oe of the United 
States,’’ came up on its third reading; when, 

Mr. BLACK ealled for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill, and they were accordingly 


| ordered. 


Mr. BENTON observed that he would not have 


He should 


|| vote for this bill, because it suited the section of 


| country from which he came, and because it was 


ir- | 


_ also desirable to several States that it should pass. 
| He had, however, objections to it, which he should 
| not then trouble the Senate with a detail of; and 


Objections were raised in several parts of the \| before he gave his vote he wished it distinctly 


House, and a motion was made by Mr. REY- 
NOLDS, of Illinois, to adjourn, which was car- 
ried; and 

The House adjourned at four o’clock, p. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespar, January 6, 1836. 
Petitions were preseflted by Messrs. WHITE, 


TYLER, LEIGH, ROBINSON, and PORTER. 
Mr. BENTON 


| 
| 
| 


resented a communication | 
from Colonel Bankhead, Captain Washington, |! 


understood that he had objections, and if ever he 
was called on to state them, either there or else- 
where, he was ready to do so. One word while 
he was up in reference to a remark of the chair- 
man of the committee the other day. He (Mr. 
B.) also objected to seeing the judges a debating 
body, though he should wish to see as many 
judges as twelve. He meant as many as twelve 
on.paper, for he did not believe that that number, 
if the bench consisted by law of so many, would 
ever be all present on the bench at one time. 
Mr. CLAYTON said that his objections were 


i] 
| 
| 
| 
| 
'] 
| 
| 


was about to vote for a bill, but had some objec- 
tions to it. That occurred with regard to almost 
every bill that came before the Senate. Members 
had some small objections to important measures, 
but waived them on account of the greater good 
to be obtained. He should regret that the bill 
went to the other House under the disadvantage 
that there were serious objections to it. With 
respect to the number of judges on the bench, 
he should much regret to see more than twelve; 
for, although twelve men might be stronger than 
six, he never could believe that they were wiser. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 


| passed—yeas 38, nay 1, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing, Goldsborough, 
Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, 
Knight, Leigh, Linn, MeKean, Mangum, Moore, Morris, 
Niles, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- 
gies, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Wail, 
Webster, White, and Wright—38. 

NAY—Mr. Hiil—1. 


DETERIORATION OF UNITED STATES COIN. 
The joint resolution directing experiments to 
be made at the Mint to ascertain how far a dete- 


| rioration of the coin of the United States can be 


prevented, was taken up and considered as in 


|| Committee of the Whole; and, 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, laid on the table. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF ROBERT JOUETT. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Robert Jouett, deceased, was read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and, after having been explained and 


| advocated by Mr. Leien, ordered to be engrossed 
| for a third reading. 


SENATE GALLERIES AND CHAMBER. 
Mr. PRESTON moved the consideration of the 
resolution offered by him some days ago, and 
which in his absence had, on motion by Mr. Tir- 
tron, been laid on the table. 





/ 
j 
| 
| 


| 


The resolution reads thus: 


Resolved, That the regulations in relation to the Senate 
Chamber aud galleries, adopted at the present session, he 
rescinded, except so much as relates to the reporters. 


Mr. PRESTON said the object of the resolu- 
tion was to establish things exactly as they were 
before the adoption of the resolution now in force 
in the Senate, except as regarded the reporters, 
who were excepted in the resolution he had of- 
fered—seats having been provided for them by the 
existing resolution on the floor of the Senate. It 
was a privilege which, like others, might be 
abused; but inconvenience might, by proper cir- 

cumspection in future, be avoided. It was very 
| desirable to have persons in the lobby who had 
| business, without going out during the session to 
speak with them. The lobby might on extraor- 
| dinary occasions be crowded to some extent, but 
| he thought it might be restricted on any occasion 
| within proper bounds. He thought so grave, so 
dignified, and so aged a body, might safely be 
trusted with the privilege of keeping open doors. 
The supposed necessity of such a provision would 
induce a cireumspection that would guard against 
the inconveniences heretofore experienced. 

Mr, PORTER understood the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Preston] to regard the rule 
adopted as an innovation upon the rules of the 
Senate. Until within a very few years back the 
| regulation was precisely the same as it is now. 
The resolution adopted for the regulation of the 
| Senate Chamber, and now in force, was the same 

verbatim et literatum punctuatumas the one adopted 
by the House of Representatives. Until the 
adoption of the present regulation the Senate had 
experienced great inconvenience, He would like 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
rere to point out some means of prevention 
against the intrusion of a crowd. ould the 
inducements to the collection of a crowd be any 
less than heretofore? Would any Senator refuse 
| the admission of any one who would ask him? 
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Persons were much exposed in crowds 


oceasion an honorable gentleman hed had _ his | 


pocket picked in a crowd in the gallery. The | 


attraction of an audience was great. There were | 
occasions on which gentlemen would withdraw | 


their attention from the business before the Sen- 


ate, and turn round to more attractive objects in | 


the gallery. He was willing to afford further 
facilities to spectators by making some additional 
exceptions to the rule prohibiting them; but he 


=. 
. Onone | 


THE CONGR 


was opposed to any measure calculated to dis- || 


turb the public business. 
Mr. PRESTON said, that under the late rule, 
as faras his experience went—and he believed his 


and the gentleman’s [Mr. Porter] was about the | 


same—he thought the business of the Senate had 


been as well conducted as at any time. The || 


presence of an audience evidently excited them 
to a more faithful discharge of their duty. It 
was a privilege incident to all deliberative bodies, 
and one that ought not to be withheld. He flat- 
tered himself that he was not more susceptible 
of those attractions alluded to by the gentleman 
{Mr. Porter] than the gentleman himself; and 


he was very certain they had never hindered him || 


[Mr. Preston] in the discharge of his duties. 
He had experienced much inconvenience under 
the present rule. He had at times, in the press 
of important business, been called three or four 
times to the door to persons who wished to see 
him. The rescinding of the rule would not be 
attended with so much inconvenience in the Sen- 
ate as in the House of Representatives, where 
the throng was more general: It seemed to him 
that the whole organization of the Senate had 
fallen upon a very limited number of members. 

It did not seem to him that there would be any 
difficulty in vesting the Senate with the power to 
say what number of'spectators should be admitted. 
He did not believe it would be indiscriminately 
exercised. He had himself refused admission to 
— applying to him on certain occasions, and 
1e believed other Senators would exercise a rea- 
sonable discretion also. The gentleman [Mr. 


Porter] had alluded to the circumstance of a | 


gentleman having his pockets picked. He trusted 
the pocket that was picked belonged to the hon- 
orable gentleman who had introduced the person 
who did it. The privilege of witnessing the pro- 
ceedings of the British Parliament was not denied 
the public. It had been stated that the presence 
of an audience was apt to divert the discussion of 
subjects before the Senate into other channels. 
He was not averse to the Senate exercising a 
proper influence upon popular opinion, and he 
could see no reason why the Senate should not 
have the same liberty in that respect that other 
bodies had. They had all firmness enough to se- 
cure the Senate from the inconveniences growing 
out of the extension of the privilege. He would 
be glad to see the resolution pass, or modified so 
as to suit the gentleman. 

Mr. PORTER wished to exclude the idea that 
he was opposed to the proceedings of the Senate 
being made public. There are professional per- 
sons here (said he) whose business it is to take an 
account of the proceedings of the Senate—and 
others, who are connected with newspaper estab- 
lishments, have access tous. He woul be sorry 
any Senator should be so unfortunate as to have 
his pockets picked. ‘The gentleman who had had 
his pockets picked, no doubt, was deceived in the 
character of the person whom he had introduced. 

He thought the gentleman (Mr. Preston] was 
not so old as to be impervious to the attractions of 
the ladies. No doubt the animating motive was 
the country’s good; but he would ask the gentle- 
man if the splendid figures of speech the Senate 
had witnessed on certain occasions, were not 


stimulated,in some degree, by the smiles of the || 
ladies? Some part of the gallery had been appro- | 


priated to the members of the other branch, and 
pe adoption of this rule would tend to exclude 
them, 

_ Mr. CALHOUN was disposed to put this ques- 
tion upon different grounds from what either of 
the gentlemen who had spoken upon it had. Our 
Government was a popular Government, and he 
was disposed to accommodate as much 
ble the people that belonged to it. Those 
were made for the accommodation of the 
and the public had a right to the use of them. 








as possi- 
leries | 


ublic, | 


The smaller gallery had been thrown open, but 
the more commodious one had been closed against 
aged persons and others, unless they had females 
under their charge; and shall we (said Mr. C.) 
keep that gallery (turning to the circular gallery) 
continually shut against the people of this Union? 
He had higher objects in view than some of the 
gentlemen who advocated the passage of the res- 
olution. He looked to the great struggle they 
were going to have in that body (the Senate) 
with one branch of the Government; and it was 
plainly to be seen, by the course pursued in rela- 


| tion to this resolution, who were the advocates 


of power, and by whom secrecy was desired. Ina 
struggle between power and the people—between 


| power and liberty, an audience was materially 


i were thrown open to spectators. 


necessary. In the great struggle for liberty, the 
| galleries were thrown open. ‘The reports were 
thrown coldly on the world, and could not be re- 
lied on. He would suggest that a certain number 
of tickets should be given out, in order to pre- 
' vent the gallery from being crowded to excess. 
He would hold that the generous-minded ladies 
themselves would fully accord with his views. 
Mr. C. concluded his remarks by demanding the 
| yeas and nays. 
Mr. CLAYTON moved to amend the reso- 


solved,’ and inserting— 

That the circular gallery of the Senate Chamber be open 
| for the admission of spectators, and that each Senaior be 
| allowed to admit any number, not exceeding three, into the 
| lobby of the Senate, in front of the Chair. 


Mr. MANGUM thought it to be very desir- | 


| able that the Senate should throw open its galle- 
ries entirely, and that the restrictions should apply 


floor of the Senate. He had witnessed, under the 
| change of the rule, in his own person, decided in- 
| convenience; yet he should be willing to agree to 


to the number of persons to be admitted on the | 


any modifications of the resolution the gentleman | 


might choose to propose, provided the galleries 
Under the old 
rule, spectators were not permitted to come within 
the bar of the Senate, nor to go behind the pillars; 
| therefore no very great inconvenience was occa- 
sioned by their admission. He, himself, though 


| rienced no inconvenience from the spectators. 


| were confined to the floor of the Senate, but he 
would never agree that the galleries should be 
closed. There would be one inconvenience, how- 
ever, in the restrictions as to the floor of the Sen- 
ate. We have (said he) strangers here from all 
parts of the Union, and we have in our intercourse 
with them to go out of the Chamber, thus incur- 
| ring the risk of being absent when a vote is taken; 
| while, under the old rule, we could still have the 
necessary intercourse with our friends and con- 
stituents, without losing any part of the business 
going on. He felt that there was much force in 


| 


occupying a seat in the outer range, had expe- | 
( Te | 


| would agree to the resolution, if the restrictions || 


| the remarks of the gentleman from South Caro- | 


| lina, that the public eye should not be shut in the 
| proceedings of that body. He wished for him- 
| self, and for those with whom he acted, to have 
| a fair chance on that floor; for he believed that, if 
| a fair chance was to be had, it would only be had 
| on that side of the Capitol. Again, he was not 
| willing to incur the risk of the imputation that 
| might be cast on them, in consequence of restrict- 
| ing the admissions into the Chamber, that the 
Senate did not wish to give the utmost publicity 
to its proceedings. As to the galleries, they 
should be thrown freely open to all. It was 
| what the public had a right to expect, and he 
' hoped the Senator from Delaware would modify 
| his resolution, so as to meet their just expecta- 
tions. 

Mr. CLAYTON was perfectly willing to take 
the suggestions of the gentleman from North Car- 
|olina. His only angen was to admit as many as 
| possible in the circular gallery, without excluding 
the ladies. He thought the restrictions as to the 
floor of the Senate should still be continued. 

Mr. PRESTON regretted that his friend from 
Delaware should persist in giving the same effect 
| to hisamendment. He was inclined to think that 
| the inconveniences under the old rule had been 
| much exaggerated. No deliberative body. had 





| ever conducted its business in a more orderly 
‘ manner than the Senate, and in none had there 
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been less interruption to the proceedings. As for 
accidents, such as had been alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, they were unavoidable, and 
might occur anywhere; for he had heard that a 
rentleman had been robbed at a private party in 
Weadiiagven. But he put it to gentlemen, if the 
business of the Senate fad not always been con- 
ducted in the most orderly manner, and whether 
they would continue these restrictions on account 
of the slight inconveniences that had attended the 
operations of the old rule? On what occasions 
(he asked) had such great crowds been collected 
there? Why, on occasions of great excitement, 
when subjects of deep and absorbing interest 
were debated; and he was very willing on such 
occasions to submit to slight inconveniences, 
rather than exclude any who could by possibility 
be admitted. He had witnessed, for many years 


past, the occasional throngs which debates of 


lution by striking out all after the word “ Re- |, 
| that they should be there at all. 


| superintend their proceedings. He again re 
| the belief, that the inconveniences under t 


| laid down this general 
_bounden duty of that 


great interest and importance had collected here, 
and, although almost suffocated by the crowds, 
yet there had been no interruption to their pro- 
ceedings. If any were excluded, he did not hes- 
itate to say that it should be the ladies, rather 
than those who came from different parts of the 
Union to hear and report what passed in that 
body. He was not disposed to give to the ladies 
more than their sex deserved; it was not desirable 
It was man— 
thinking man—for whom they acted, who should 
yeated 
Ihe gid 
rule had been greatly exaggerated; he had never 
seen the business in any manner interrupted. He 
- osition, that it was the 
x0dy to give to the public 
to the utmost extent the proper aecsnmmodaiien. 


| He objected to the limitation proposed by the 


Senator from Delaware. They had already closed 
more than half of their house to spectators; the 
small gallery was daily crowded almost to suffo- 


| cation, while the circular gallery seldom contained 


| 





| ing what passed in that Chamber. 


| more than a dozen ladies. 


He believed that no 
serious inconvenience had resuited from the old 
rule, and he hoped that his resolution would be 
permitted to pass without limitation. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he should vote for the 
resolution of his colleague, with the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware, because he wished 
to take the question as to opening the galleries. 
If, hereafter, it should be found that the lobby 


| could contain more than the amendment proposed 


to admit, without inconvenience, it might be fur- 
ther opened; but he was of opinion that the gal- 
leries ought to be opened. It was the nature of 
power to shut its doors and hide its proceedings 
from the publiceye; but those who resisted power 
had an interest in giving to their efforts the utmost 
7. He wished the whole people of the 

Jnited States to have an opportunity of witness- 
As he desired 
to have the question essentially on the opening of 
the galleries, he should vote for the amendment. 

Mr. BENTON had but one word to say, and 
that was drawn from him by what he had heard 
of the hardship of those who were almost suffo- 
cated in the crowds attending the little gallery, 
while so few occupied the large one. Whoever 
encountered that hardship, he would undertake 
to say, had brought it on himself, because he 
could easily be relieved of it, by taking a lady 
under his arm, and going into the other gallery; 
and if he had such an antipathy to the ladies as 
to prefer the crowds of the little gallery to their 
society, he (Mr. B.) had no sympathy for him. 
The circular gallery was freely open to all under 
the rule, as itthen stood. Every gentleman could 

o there if he pleased; and if he did not know 
10w, he (Mr. B.) would tell him. He had simply 
to get a young lady, or an old one, or any lady 
he pleased, to go with him, and he would find the 
doors open. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said he should vote against 
the amendment of the gentleman from Delaware, 
[Mr. Crayton,] and if the amendment of that 
gentleman did not succeed, he would then offer 
an amendment to admit a certain number in the 
circular gallery. He was willing to give to each 
Senator the privilege of admitting a certain num- 
ber of persons in that gallery. He had no objec- 
tion to affording every facility to spectators; but 
owing to the inconvenience mentioned by some 
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if 
of the gentlemen, growing out of an unlimited | 
privilege, he would prefer extending the conve- 
nience to the circular gallery. 

Mr. SHEP?PLEY suggested to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. ‘lattmapeGe} to submit his 
views in the form of an amendment to the amend- 
ment ‘The resolution thus amended would ac- 
complish the object the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Catuovun] had in view. 

Mr. TALLMADGE then submitted the follow- 
ing amendment to the amendment: 

‘chat each Senator have the privilege of admitting into 
the circular gallery -—— number of genticmen. 

Mr. WEBSTER said the public had a right 
themselves to the use of the galleries, until they 
were filled. [le was opposed to granting uckets, 
and was for opening the galleries to all, without 
distinction of persons. It was preferable that 
fathers and brothers should meet and sit together 
in the same gallery, to having them forced into 
separate galleries, mer ly because some of them 
happened not to have ladies in their charge. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that the amendment to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York 
did not answer his purpose atall. He did not 
wish to be troubled with applications for admis- 
siou there, nor did he wish to put the people to 
the trouble of asking for admission. They had 
a right to be there—to come there, and stay there, 
whenever the Senate was in session. It was im- 
possible to look at that debate, without seeing 
the nature of it, and from what quarter the oppo- 
sition to the resolution came. ‘Those who had 
rot power were not willing that the truth should 
e heard boldly and openly. We (said he) who 
are on the opposite side, and who oppose power, 
ought to desire to give the utmost publicity to 
our proceedings. No, sir, (said he,) no modifi- 
eation of the amendment will answer my pur- 
pose—nothing which will exclude a single indi- 
vidual will ever meet my consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had not expected 
this debate could possibly assume the character 
which it had now taken. The change of the rules 
of the Senate, in regard to the use of the lobby 
and galleries, had been made by common consent. 
It was not the work of any political party in this 
body. The change was made, as he bad supposed, 
for the accommodation of all parties in the Senate, 
as well as for that of the people. 

Under these circumstances, he could not but 
feel surprised when the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr Catnovun] very broadly insinuated 
that there was a struggle in this body between 
two partics—the one the advocates of liberty, the 
other of power, and that the advocates of power 
desired seerecy. 

Mr. CALHOUN here said that he had affirmed 
it. 

The Senator, (continued Mr. B.,) then, has af- 
firmed it. Sir, if the gentleman intends to assert 
that the friends of the Administration, on this 
floor, desire to envelop the proceedings of this 
_ body in mystery and darkness, the assertion is 
wholly untounded. In saying so, | mean no per- 
sonal offense. We are not the advocates of 
power against liberty, and our conduct has never 
shown that we were. It is easy for the Senator 
to make general charges of this kind, but he will 
find it very difficult to place his hand upon any 
single fact to support them. 

Mr. B. said he was neither ashamed nor afraid 
to speak and to vote and to act, openly and fear- 
lessly and directly, upon every question which | 
may come before the Senate. He did not shun, | 
but courted publicity. Neither his political friends 
nor himself had anything to conceal. He had 
never been consulted in respect to the existing 
rule. He should now vote for the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
Cravron.} He was willing that the upper gal- | 
lery should be thrown open to all visitors who | 
might think propertoattend. Although our con- 
venience might be sacrificed by again crowding | 
the lobby behind the seats of the members, he 
could endure this inconvenience as well as any 
other Senator, On this subject he would go as 
far as he who should go furthest. Let all the | 
American people who can be accommodated be | 
received into this Chamber. 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked that he was much | 
gratified at what had been said by the Senator | 
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from Pennsylvania, and hoped that every gentle- 
man on the same side would concur with him. 


_It was not for him or that gentleman to decide 


which of them were on the side of liberty in the 
contest between liberty and power—that must 
be left to time and to posterity for a fair decision. 
He was not called on then to show the many 
arbitrary acts of the present Administration; but 
on a proper occasion he would be ready to go 
into the subject. 


the advocates of power. 


would be found on the side of liberty in its con- 
test with power. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said the Senator from South | 


Carolina had acted very wisely in referring the 


| great questions now before this body and the | 
' If he had sub- || 
| mitted them to the people of the present genera- || 


country to time and to posterity. 


tion, they are already decided against him. 
In relation to his future course (Mr. B. said) he 


would wait for the proper occasions to present 


themselves, and should express his opinions on 
subjects as they came before the Senate. ‘* Suf- 
ficient for the day is the evil thereof.’? He had 
no hesitation, however, in now declaring his opin- 


ion upon the expunging resolution, as the Senator | 


had introduced it into this debate. On that ques- 


MADGE’s motion, and it was lost—yeas 6, nays 34; 
as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Prentiss, Shepley, Swift, Tallmadge, 


Tipton, and Wright—6. 


NAYS —Messrs. Benton, Biack, Brown, Buchanan, Cal- | 


houn, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing, Goldsborough, 
Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 


Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, | 


Morris, Niles, Porter, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Tomlin- 
son, Tyler, Wall, Webster, and White—34. 

The question then being on Mr. Ciayton’s 
amendment, Bs! 

Mr. NILES moved to divide it, so as to take the 


question, first, on the first clause as to opening the | 


galleries. akg 
Mr. BENTON suggested that this division was 
not sufficiently explicit. 


_ to gentlemen accompanied by ladies. 


who voted against the first clause might seem to 
vote against admitting spectators. 


tion by inserting the word * circular,’’ so as to 


ordered, and it was accordingly taken on the first 


clause of the amendment, and decided in the | 


affirmative—yeas 35, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS —Mes:rs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, | 


Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing, Goldsborough, Gran- | 


dy, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Geor- 
gia, Knieht, Leigh, Linn, MeKean, Mangum, Moore, 


Morris, Niles, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Shep- | 
ley, Southard, Swiit, Tomlinson, Tyler, Wall, Webster, 


and White—35. 


NAYS — Messrs. Benton, Hendricks, Porter, Ruggles, || 


Tallmadge, Tipton, and Wright—7. 


The question was next taken on the second | 
, clause of the amendment, allowing each Senator | 
to admit — number of spectators into the lobby, || 


/ and decided in the negative--yeas 18, nays 24; as 
follows : 
YEAS — Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 


|| Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing, Goldsborough, Leigh, | 


Mangum, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Wall, and Webster—18. 


Linn, MeKean, Moore, Morris, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, 


Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, | 


| White, and Wright—24. 


The question being on the resolution as amend- | 
ed, Mr. Benrow asked the Secretary to read the | 
resolution of the present session, by which the 


=< was changed, and it was accordingly 
read. 

| Mr. BENTON remarked that he only wished 
| to make sure of the words of the seatiaiene as 
it applied to the circular gallery, and he now held 





} He did hope that this session | 
would show that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and those with whom he acted, were not || 

He did hope that when | 

that great measure, the expunging resolutions, || 

came up, it would be seen that those gentlemen | 


Mr. NILES then moved to amend the resolu- | 
« é | for adoption. 
apply the amendment to the opening of the circu- | 
| lar gallery; which modification being accepted by | 
Mr. Crayton, the division of the. question was || 


NAVS—Messrs. Benton, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hub- | 
bard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, | 
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that gallery to be open, and that all that had been 
said in relation to it had been misapplied. He 
did not wish to give a vote which was to be un- 
derstood there or elsewhere as intending to shut 
up either of the galleries, nor did he wish to give 
any vote admitting what everybody knew to be 
untrue, that the galleries were closed. He wished 





{| in the most emphatic manner to declare, that the 
| circular gallery, instead of being closed, was open 


to every gentleman who could get a lady to 
accompany him; and, by lady, he meant each 
respectable female in the United States. It might 
be that some few strangers here would not be 
sufficiently acquainted in Washington to get 
ladies to accompany them; those few, he thought, 
could always be accommodated in the small gal- 
lery; but the great mass could easily find female 


| acquaintances; and if they did not take the trou- 


ble to wait ona lady, they might encounter the 
inconvenience (if any) of the smaller gallery, 
The point, however, he wished to bring out was, 
that his friend from Louisiana, [Mr. Porrer,] 
who had introduced the resolution now in force, 


_ who had been put forward by the general under- 


standing of the inconveniences of the old rule, 
and who had since been abandoned by so many, 


| never contemplated by his resolution to shut the 


galleries against the public. He wished to give 
that gentleman his support, and assist him in 
bearing the brunt in defense of a resolution which 


| was introduced and adopted by general consent 

tion he should be found in direct opposition to |; 

| the gentleman. t 
The question was here taken on Mr. Tatt- 


of the Senate. 

There was one gallery (pointing to the small 
one) open to everybody, and there was the other 
ipooing to the circular gallery) equally open to 
all save those whose limited acquaintance with 
females prevented them from being accompanied 
by alady. Certain he was that there were morc 


| who could get ladies willing to coneiaante them 


by hundreds upon hundreds than the gallery 
would hold. Were they, then, under these cir- 
cumstances, to vote so as to admit the fact that 
the galleries were closed? Were they on an occa- 
sion like that to call for testimony? If they did, 
the doorkeeper would tell them that once already, 
this session, hundreds had to go away from tha 


|| very gallery because it was already crowded al- 
_most to suffocation. 


| observations because he wished to avoid, if pos 
To say ‘‘ open the gal- || 


leries,’’ implied that they were closed, whereas || 
one was already entirely open, and the other open | 
The divis- | 
/ion ought to be more explicit; otherwise, those | 


He had made these few 


sible, the imputation that this gallery had been 
shut up by the resolutionof his friend from Lou- 
isiana, [Mi . Porter,] and he should go with that 
gentleman in support of the rule as it stood. 
Mr. CLAYTON did not consider the adoption 
of the resolution or the amendment he had offered 


| as any attempt at censuring the committee by 


whom the resolution now in force was proposed 
He had adopted the rule as a 
matter of experiment, but it had failed. -He 
had observed the gallery into which gentlemen 
were admitted crowded, while the circular gallery 
had beenoccasionally vacant. True, the circular 


_ gallery was not directly, but it was virtually shut 


against any gentleman who had come even five 


| hundred miles, who had not a lady under his 
| charge. 


The question was then taken on the resolution 
as amended, and it was adopted—yeas 31, nays 
11; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing,Goldsborough, Hubbard 
Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, 
McKean, Mangum, Moore, Morris, Niles, Prentiss, Pres- 
ton, Robbins, Robinson, Shepley, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Wall, Webster, and White—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Linn, 


| Porter, Ruggles, Southard, Tallmadge, Tipton, and Wright 
—il. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, January 6, 1836. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 


| Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Jacob 8. 
| Walker; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill making an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a marine hospital in the 
city of Baltimore; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill making an 
appropriation for a marine hospita! at Portland, 
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in the State of Maine; which was read twice and |' Mr. Mason, of Ohio, was considered and agreed 
to: , | 


mitted. ' 
or. GRAYSON, from the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of G. Carusi; | 
which was read twice and committed. 


EXCUSED FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. REED, of Massachusetts, remarked that | 
he had been .appointed a member of the select | 
committee on the memorials of the banks in the 
District of Columbia, but that his whole time 
was required upon another committee. He, there- | 
fore, moved to be excused from serving on the | 
select committee; which was agreed to. 


UNFAVORABLE REPORTS. 
Unfavorable reports upon various petitions were 


made by Messrs. JARVIS, WHITTLESEY, 
CHAMBERS of Pennsylvania, BEARDSLEY, 
and P. C. FULLER, from their respective stand- 
ing committees. 

CAPTAIN NATHAN HALE. 


Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of | 
sundry citizens of Connecticut, praying the erec- | 
tion of a monument to the memory of Captain | 
Nathan Hale, of the revolutionary army, asked | 
to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the same. Mr. W. stated that the Committee | 
on Military Affairs were of opinion that the pe- 
tition did not come within their peculiar jurisdic- | 
tion. 
Mr. JUDSON moved that the petition of the | 
citizens of the town of Coventry be committed to 
a select committee; and, in support of that mo- 
tion, proceeded to remark, that this petition came 
from nearly five hundred of his fellow-citizens, 
who were honest in purpose and respectable in 
character. It had been heretofore referred tothe | 
Committee on Military Affairs, and that commit- 
tee had come to the result, that the subject of the 
memorial did not necessarily fall within their 
jurisdiction. The motion was nowmade to refer 
the memorial to aselect committee, upon the idea 
that there was no standing committee organized 
by the House, to whom the same could be ap- 
propriately referred. It was, indeed, matter of 
surprise, that, to a request so reasonable, there 
should be one objection heard; when the question 
should be understood, he was sure all such objec- 
tions would be withdrawn. 

Captain Nathan Hale, of the State of Connecti- 
cut,a brave young man, stimulated by his ardent 
patriotism, entered the Army, and was intrusted 
with a captain’s commission, and, during that 
glorious struggle, General Washington requested 
the services of some officer to ascertain the con- | 
dition of the invading army, when the movements 
of that army were essential to the existence of || 
the American army. No officer could be found | 
to perform this delicate and hazardous service, | 
until Captain Hale became a volunteer, and in that | 
service he died a martyr in the cause. No notice | 
had ever been taken of that event by the Govern- | 
ment. It was due to the honor of the nation | 


'} 


that it should now be done, and this was the ob- 
ject of the reference moved. This was not with- 
out precedent. Congress had ordered a monu- 
ment to be erected over the remains of the la- 
mented General Brown, at the expense of the 
United States. Every American approved the 
course, and it might now be asked, was not this 
a case of equal moment? 

Should the reference be made, it would be com- 
petent for the committee to report on the specific 
prayer; or they might report that suitable meas- 
ures be taken to remove to the sepulture of his 
fathers the remains of Captain Hale; or to extend 


to his heirs-at-law the benefits of the resolution 
of 1780. 





| for resolutions 
State of Maine. 





on the mere question of reference; but when the 
committee should have reported, it should then 
be his business to show this House, that these 
petitions must not be sent away unheard. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. PEARCE, 
WARD of Rhode Island, ADAMS, and TOU- 
CEY, the memorial was referred to a select com- 
mittee of five, and, on motion by Mr. BRIGGS, 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL ROAD IN OHIO. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 


| 


} 
The House should not be now detained further 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to 


comimunicate to the House of Representatives, the report 

|| of the survey and examination made pursuant to an act of 

;, Congress, approved March 3, 1535, by Captain Canfield, | 
under the direction of the War Department, of the line of 
the national road between Springficid,in the State of Ohio, 
and Richmond, in the State of Indiana ; and that he further 
report whether the President of the United States has ap- | 
proved or disapproved of the same. 


CONDITION OF THE STATE BANKS. 
The motion submitted yesterday by Mr. C. 


Jonnson, for printing ten thousand extra copies 
of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
the condition of the State benks, was taken up 
and agreed to, 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 
The CHAIR pecans under the rule, to eall 
oy States, commencing with the 


Mr. JARVIS, of Maine, submitted the follow- | 


| ing resolution: 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 


of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 
ought not to be entertained by Congress. And be it further 
resolved, That in case any petition praying the abolition of 
slavery inthe District of Columbia be hereafter presented, 
it is the deliberate opinion of the House that the same 
outht to be laid upon the table, without being referred or 
| printed. 


Mr. JARVIS said the resolution which he had 


| just submitted was precisely similar to the one | 
| which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Owens] 

| had endeavored to bring 
| out success, and he now offered it at his request; 
but he was not doing so out of mere courtesy to 
that gentleman, but from a desire that this sub- 
ject might be settled in such a manner as might 
be satisfactory to the southern people. 


before the House with- 


Mr. ADAMS requested that this resolution 


might be postponed until the States were called 
through for resolutions. 


Mr. JARVIS resumed. He said, if he thought 


| there was any probability of keeping off a discus- 
| sion of the subject, he would not object to having 
| it postponed; but as it was, he thought we might 
as well take it up now as at any other time. 
| did not mean to enter into a discussion of the 
subject, but merely to state, in afew words, that, 
from all he had seen for the last month, he enter- 
tained no doubt that not only a large majority of || 
the House, but also a large majority of the Rep- 
resentatives of the non-slaveholding States, were 
decidedly averse to any action on the subject of 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia by Congress. 
the agitation of the question. 
| it belongs snail 


He 


His constituents deprecated 
They consider that 
y to the southern States, and 


that any interference by us would be unwise and 
unwarrantable. 
fied in making this assertion by what took place | 


He thought he was fully justi- 


in Maine during the last summer. In the meet- 
ings which were then held, party spirit was lost 


sight of; and men who had never acted together || 


before were found uniting like a band of brothers 


| to avert a catastrophe which impended over us. 


Then, without distinction of party, the most 
prominent in station, in private worth, in wealth 
and intelligence, attended these meetings; and 


| resolutions were adopted at them which spoke || 


but one language, and that was a reprobation of 
the Abolitionists. By permission of the House, 
he would read a resolution, which was unani- 
mously adopted at the meeting which was held 
at Augusta, the seat of government of the State 
of Maine: 

* Resolved, That any interference by the non-slavehold- 
ing States on the subject of slavery is incompatible with 
the preservation of the Union; we view with regret and 
alarm all attempts to excite such interference, or to disturb 
the peace of the country by the fruitless. agitation of that 
exciting subject; and we hold it to be the duty of every 
patriot to ‘frown upon the first: dawning of every attempt 
to alienate any portion of our country from the rest, or to 
enfeeble the sacred ties which now bind together its various 
parts.’ ” 

Mr. J. said, that comment on this resolution 
was useless. It was not his intention to enter 
further into this discussion; nor would he have 
said thus much, had it not been for misrepresent- 
ations (no doubt unintentional) which had been 
made upon this floor, with regard to the feelings 
of the — of the eastern States, which, at the 
time, there was no opportunity to repel. 


|| Vote upon this question. 





































































73 


EN an a 











When Mr. Jarvis concluded his remarks, 

Mr. ADAMS moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. GLASCOCK asked for the yeasand nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. MILLER asked for the reading of the 
resolution, which being done, the question was 
taken on laying the resolution on the table, by 
yeas and nays, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Ashley, Bauey, Beaumont, Bond, Borden, Briggs, 
Care, George Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, Clark, 
Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Davis, Denny. Evans, Philo C. 
Fuller, Grennell, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hammond, Hard, 
Hardin, Henderson, Hoar, Howell, Inger oll, William 
Jackson, Janes, Joseph Johnson, Kennon, Kinnard, Kling- 
ensmith, Laporte, Lawrence, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Job 
Mann, Sampson Mason, McComas, MeKennan, Milligan, 
Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearee, Peyton, Phillips, Potts, 
Reed, Russell, Shields, Sprague, Storer, Sutiveriand, 
Underwood, Vinton, White, Whittlesey, Williams, and 
Wise—65. 

NAYS--Mossrs. Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, 
Rell, Bockee, Boon, Brown, Buchanan, Bunch, Bynum, 
William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carter Casey, 
Chaney, Chapman, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. 
Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cra- 
mer, Cushman, Deborry, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Etfner, 
Everett, Fairfield, Parlin, Fry, William K. Fuller, Gal- 
braith, James Garland, Riee Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
Graham, Granger, Grantiand, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, 
Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel &. Harrison, Albert G. Harti- 
son, Hayues, Hazeltine, Heister, Holsey, Hopkias, How- 
ard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Joseph 
Jackson, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry 
Johnson, Join W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kilgore, 
Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Luke 
Lea, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Manning, Martin, 
William Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, May, McKay, 
McKeon, McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, 
Muhtenborz, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Pation, James 
A. Pearce, Phelps, Pickens, Pinckney, Reneher, Joon Rey- 
nolds, Josep’: Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, 
Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Standefer, Stecic, ‘Talia- 
ferro, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Toucy, Towns, 
‘Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, Washing- 
ton, and Weeks—123. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG ealled for the orders of 

' the day; but withdrew his motion at the request 

of Mr. Wise, who pledged himself to renew it. 

Mr. WISE then moved the following amend- 
ment: 

Amend by striking out after ‘‘ Resolved,’’ and 
insert 

That there is no power of legislation granted by the Con- 
| stitution, to the Congress of the United Staies, to abolish 


slavery in the Distrie: of Columbia, and that any attempt by 
| Congress to legislate upon the subject of slavery, will be 


|| not only unauthorized, but dangerous to the union of the 


| States. 

Mr. WISE said, before he renewed the motion 
of the gentleman from New York, he would take 
that opportunity to say that he hoped his amend- 
ment to the resolution of the gentleman from 

| Maine, would bring the direct question before the 
| House. The war was now commenced between 
evasive and direct propo itions upon this subject, 
for he regarded the propositions of the gentleman 
from Maine as entirely evasive. He regarded 
| them as unsatisfactory to the South, and nothing 
could satisfy them but a bold, direet, and manly 
Let it be settled. That 
| was all they asked. He wished now to see who 
would vote for the one proposition, and who for 
| the other. He wished to see now who would 
move the previous question to cut off this amend- 
ment. He wished the whole South to mark it, 
_ if the previous question to this amendment should 
|| be put upon them. Let them toe it, and let the 
| South be undeceived, or let the South be guaran- 
|| tied in her rights. Mr. W. moved to print the 
] original resolution and the amendment; and then 
| renewed the motion for the orders of the day. 
| Mr. GLASCOCK rose to request the gentle- 
|man from Virginia to withdraw his motion, as 
|, he simply wished to offer an amendment to the 
resolution also. 

Mr. WISE said it lay with the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG assented. 

Mr. GLASCOCK moved the following as an 
additional resolution: 

Resolved, That any attempt to agitate the question of 
slavery in this House, is calculated to disturb the compro- 
mises of the Constitution, to endanger the Union, and if 
persisted in, to destroy by a.servile war, the peace and pros- 
perity of the country. 

The CHAIR said the gentleman must move it 
as an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. GLASCOCK then made that motion. 
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Mr. WISE accepted it as a modification of his i 


amendment. 

Mr. GLASCOCK wished, he said, his amend- 
ment to be offered as a substitute for that of the 
gentleman from Virginia, so that the whole ques- 
tion, in some form or other, would be presented 
to the consideration of the House. 

The CHAIR said that could only be done by 
moving to strike out from the amendmentall after 
a certain word, It would be competent for the 
gendeman from Georgia to move to strike out all 
after the word ** that,”’ and insert his amendment, | 

Mr. GLASCOCK said he would make that 
motion. Elis object was, as expressed by the 
gentleman from Virginia, to come to some under- 
standing, and by some direct and decisive vote, 
ascertain how far their northern brethren were 
disposed to go with those of the South on this 
question; and he was gratified to find, that for 
the first time, it began to assume some tangible 
shape. 

Mr. G. said he wished it distinctly understood, 
that so far as the resolutiOns of the gentleman 
from Maine went, they met his approbation; but 
that they did not go far enough, was perfectly 
clear to himself and evident upon the very face 
of them. Whatever might be the constitutional 
difference of opinion as to the right of Congress 
to interfere with slavery in the’Distriet of Colum- 
bia, it was expeeted by the South, if such a right 
be recognized, (which he would not for amoment 
believe,) that something definite should be done, 
and that we should be placed in possession of 
their views on this important subject; and he be- 
lieved they would be such as to quict all fears, 
and soothe the feclings of a now agitated wople, 
If, however, he was mistaken, then, in the lan- 
guage of his resolution, further attempts to agitate 
this question here, would be calculated to disturb 
the compromises of the Constitution, and en- 
danger this Union. ‘The simple act of laying 
petitions of the character of those presented here, 
and expected to be presented, on the table, were 
not calculated to allay the feelings of the South; 
and if such result was anticipated, gentlemen 
were indeed mistaken. But he did beiieve that 
if, on the present occasion, there could be a 
clear expression of opinion against the right of 
Congress interfering with slavery in this Dis- 
trict, coupled with the sentiments of the public 
meetings held throughout the different States of 
the North, it would tranquillize the ‘ troubled 
waters,’’ and have the len to quiet and sat- 
isfy the South, But if it be not done, these fond 
anticipations would never be realized. Now | 
(said Mr. G.) was the proficred time for his 
northern brethren to come forth; the crisis had 
arrived when they should speak out; and if they 
spoke and acted as he expected, then all would | 
be well, 

Mr. G. said he had no objections that a direct 
resolution, or series of resolutidns, should be 
offered, declaring that it was a violation of the | 
Constitution for Congress to interfere with slavery 
here; that he had satisfied himself it was uncon- 
stitutional and should vote forany such resolution. 
Bat, whilst he was disposed to do this himself, 
he was not prepared to censure those, or impugn 
the motives of such as might differ with him. 
And he felt it his duty in candor to state, that so 
far as the abstract question of the constitutional 
right was concerned as to this District, there were 
various and conflicting opinions among the best 
jurists, as well as constitutional lawyers of the 
county, and he regretied that some of these were 
to be found even in the South. And even here, 
in this House, (said Mr. G.,) he knew several 
who would vote against any resolution declar- || 
ing it unconstitutional in Congress to interfere || 
with slavery in the District, but who would go, || 


heartand hand, with the southern membersagainst || Georgia. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, who moved the orders 
of the day; which motion was agreed to. 
BILLS PASSED, COMMITTED, ETC. 

The bill to ineorporate the Alexandria Fire 
Insurance Company was read the third time and 
massed. 

The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed, viz: 

A bill to authorize an allowance in the accounts 
of the American consul at London; 

A bill supplemental to the act to amend the 
judicial system of the United States; 

A bill for the relief of Irvin Shubrick; 

A bill for the relicf of the owners of the brig 
Dispatch and cargo; and 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Murphy, of 
Arkansas. 

NAVY REGISTER. 
The CHAIR laid before the House a letter from 
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the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting two hun- | 


dred and seventy-five printed copies of the Navy 
Register for the year 1836; which was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. 

LIST OF BALANCES. 

The CHAIR laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
transmitting a list of balances standing on the 
books of the Department against the receivers of 

the public land offices, for more than three years 


prior to the 30th September, 1835; which was | 


referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed, 
APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
| On motion by*Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
| Hlouse resolved itself into a Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Conner 
in the chair.) 
| On motion by Mr. C., the committee proceeded 
to consider the following bill: 


A bill making an appropriation for repressing hostilities coimn- 
menced by the Seminole Indians 


Be it enacted, §c., That the sum of $80,009 be, and the | 


same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the expense attending 
the repression of hostilities commenced by the Seminole 
Indians in Florida. 

A communication from the Secretary of War 
| on the subject was read; when 


| Mr. CAMBRELENG briefly adverted to the | 


| depredations committed by the Seminoles—their 
having laid waste and desolated the country for 
eighty miles, &c. 

Mr, VINTON inquired whether the gentleman 


from New York was in possession of any inform- | 


ation as to the cause of this war or who com- 
meneed it? 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG said he had in his pos- 
session a package of documents containing the 
desired information, The disturbance had grown 
out of a treaty with the Seminoles, the execution 
of which had been postponed, from time to time, 
by them; and whena portion of these Indians had 


determined to remove, two of their own chiefs | 


had been murdered by themselves, &c. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio could examine the correspond- 
ence in his possession, and he would be able to 
satisfy himself on the subject. 

Mr. VINTON inquired when the treaty alluded 
to wasmade? He did not wish to delay the pas- 
sage of the bill, but if it was the treaty of 1823 
or 1824, it was his intention to move toamend it, 


| by making it obligatory on the United States to 


carry that treaty into effect. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG adverted to the necessity 
of speedy action upon this subject. The war was 


| progressing. Fifteen hundred Indians were in the 


field, and they were opposed by only about two 
hundred troops. Unless speedily repressed, they 
would probably make inroads upon the State of 
i If the gentleman from Ohio desired to 


any such interference, and against the reading and || raise a question or a debate upon the treaty, he 
even printing of the petitions of the Abolitionists, | could select another opportunity, without embar- 
or furthering their views, either directly or indi- || rassing the present measure. 


rectly. And from what had taken place, he looked | 
with great confidence for a warm and cordial sup- 

port of the resolution which he had the honor to | 
offer, 


Mr. ADAMS moved to amend the bill by 
pa that the sum appropriated should be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary 


He thought it the least the South ought to | of War, conformably to law. The bill he con- 


expect, and what they had a right to require, || sidered rather indefinite in its terms. The appro- 


trem their brethren of the North. ey 
Mr. HOLSEY then rose, and after proceeding | 
a few moments, gave way to 





priation in this bill was the same in principle with 
that of the $3,000,000 appropriation of the last 
session. He would inquire by whom was this 


| Setts. 
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appropriation to be expended? Was it for the 
purpose of raising an army? Congressalone had 
this power. Was it intended to confer upon the 
President a power which the Constitution had 
reserved exclusively to Congress? If that was 
the intention of the present bill, he should be 
constrained reluctantly to vote against it. He 
adverted to the fortification bill of the last session, 





| in which was contained the appropriation of 


$3,000,000. Ele had voted for that bill upon the 


| principle which had ee prevailed, and about 


which there was no doubt, that however indefj- 
nite might be its terms, there was no authority to 
expend a single dollar of it unless in pursuance 


_ of law. The Senate had objected to the appro- 


priation upon the ground, as he understood, 
that it placed at the discretion of the President 
$3,000,000 without prescribing by law the manner 
in which it should be expended. A committee 
of conference had been appointed—a compromise 
was agreed upon—the appropriation was reduced, 
and its terms were not so indefinite, thereby 
strengthening the belief that the objection of the 
Senate was that which he had stated, and that 
there was some plausibility in it, from the more 
definite shape agreed upon by the committee of 
conference. That committee had reported, but it 


was too late, and this anprespasee rad not only 


failed, but the whole bill was lost. He believed 
that the appropriation was an extremely proper 
one at that time, and the whole country was now 
suffering in consequence of the failure of the en- 
tire bill. 

In conclusion, he-trusted that the amendment 
which he had submitted would be adopted. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG briefly replied to some 
of the remarks of the gentleman from Massachu- 
He had no objection to the amendment 
which had been proposed. 

Mr. EVERETT made a few remarks, which 
were wholly inaudible. 

The amendment was then agreed to, and the 
bill laid aside. 


SUFFERERS BY THE NEW YORK FIRE. 


The committee proceeded to consider the bill 
making appropriations for the relief of the suffer- 
ers by the fire in the city of New York. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG made several verbal 
amendments; which were agreed to. 

Mr. C., then offered a substitute for the second 
section, (being the same which was contained in 
the proceedings of yesterday ;) which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. C, then explained briefly the provisions 


| of the bill; stated the various acts from 1790 to 


1801 for remission of duty in cases of fire, and 


from 1803 to 1824 for extension of credits in 
| Similar cases. 


He reminded the committee that 
the question was not now of remission of duty 


on goods destroyed by the fire, but one which con- 
' cerned Government quite as much as its debtors. 
On the question of remission, when it came before 


them, he should submit his views, and he hoped 
a majority of the House would concur with him. 
To the bill now submitted he anticipated little 
opposition. The first section was in conformity 
to the usage of Government in cases far less im- 


portant; the second would apply to debtors of 


Government equally unfortunate, but not pro- 
vided for in the first section, 

Mr. C. then went into an argument to show, 
that while, under the old laws and long credits, 
the merchants had enjoyed the use of the public 
money, under the late revision, by substituting 
cash duties on woolens, and three and six months 


on all other goods, the merchant was compelled 
| to advance the duties to Government; an 
| those debtors, for whose relief the bill was de- 


that 


signed, had actually advanced to Government, in 
1835, near twelve millions of dollars, independent 
of the three or four millions now due. So far 
from Government being a lender to its debtors, 
the city of New York was actually a lender to 
Government of millions beyond the amount now 
deposited in that city, which had been advanced, 
and was now loaned to the East, West, North, 
and South. The extension of the bonds was 
merely to restore temporarily that which they had 
advanced—the extension of credit on bonds — 
rte 

had 


duties on goods, all of which had been im 
within three months, and some of whi 
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been entered within a week—some even on the || posing to be employed by Government to orna- | 


day of the fire. ‘The second section of the bill, 
in fact, merely contemplated extending the pay: 
ment of the bonds to a period which, under the 
old credit laws, they would have been entitled to. 
It simply proposed to allow our debtors time, as 
one of the committee had expressed himself, to 
‘clear awey the ruins before we demanded the 
paymentof our bonds. ; oul 
save moncy by the extension proposed, while it 
would lose by insisting upon the payment of its 
bonds during the first quarter of the present year, 


which, he thougit, would be a period of press- || 


ure not surpassed by any since 1825. The Gov- 
ernment should act upon the principle of every 
other creditor; it must, like banks and capitalists, 
extend credit to its debtors, or take the chance 
of losing its debts. He could not anticipate 
opposition to such a measure, and should wait 
for objections to it to answer them. 

Mr. HARDIN said he had the bill before him, 
and he could not find a gentleman who understood 
the amendments. He found in the bill as origin- 
ally printed, that the first section extended acredit 
of three, four, or five years, making the credit 
equal to four years, while there was no provision 
that these petitioners should pay interest. This 


was giving the merchants twenty-four per cent., | 
while there was no relief extended to insurance | 


offices, none to holders of real estate, none to 


those who had buildings on ground rent, but all | 
He wished to call attention to || 


to the merchants. 
the subject. 
upon the mere assent of surety. If there was to 
be an extension made, it ought only to be made 
when the principal and surety both came for- 
ward and gave new bonds, But unless there 
could be a satisfactory reason assigned, he could 
never vote for the second section of the bill. 
What does that section propose? It proposes to 

ive away all the surplus revenue. of 
Titeghony mountains, some eight or ten millions 
were collected for lands. Was this all to be given 


away for the benefit of the merchants of New | 


York? Mr. H. concluded by moving that the 
committee rise and report the first two bills, and 
ask leave to sit agdin on the bill before the com- 
mittee; but withdrew the motion at the request of 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, who said the gentleman 
had fallen into anerror. The second section had 


been amended by striking out the part the gen- | 


tleman took exception to. 
The bill was then passed over. 
CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, of Virginia, the 
committee proceeded to consider the bill providing 
for carrying into elfect the convention with Spain. 

After a brief explanation by Mr. MASON, and 


afew remarks by Mr. ADAMS, the latter sug- } 


gested the prevent of looking further into the 
subject, and for that purpose he moved that the 
committee rise, which was agreed to. 


BILLS REPORTED TO THE HOUSE. 

The committee then rose, and reported to the 
House the bill making partial appropriations for 
the support of Government for the year 1836, 
and the bill making an appropriation for repress- 
ing hostilities on the part of the Seminole Indians. 
_ Lhe amendment to the latter bill was concurred 
in, and the two bills were ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time to-morrow. 

Upon the other bills referred, the chairman 


reported that the committee had come to no res- 
olution. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the bill for 
the relief of the sufferers by fire in the city of 
New York, asamended by the Committee of the 
Whole, be printed; which was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 7, 1836. 


Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of James 
Gardner and others, heirs of Captain Andrew 
Gardner, praying compensation for the revolu- 
tionary services of the deceased; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Aiso, the petitionof John McArann, of Phila- 

. deiphia, botanical and landscape gardener, pio- 





The Government would | 


Credits ought never to be extended || 


West of the | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


75 





| ment the public grounds in the City of Washing- 
|| ton; which was referred to the Committee on the 
] Districtof Columbia. 


committee. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Indieiia and Michigan, praying for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor 
| of St. Joseph’s, on Lake Michigan; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KENT presented the petition of the Pres- | 
ident and Directors of the Union Bank of George- 
| town, praying for arecharter; which was laid on 
|| the table 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. MORRIS presented several petitions from 
| citizens of Ohio, one of which was signed by 
| ladies, praying for the abolition of slavery in the 
|| District of Columbia, and moved to refer them to 
| the Committee on the District of Celumbia. 
| 


| first be taken on receiving the petition. It wasa 
Ba my nop! fps roe under the parliamentary 
| rule he had aright to demand it. He demanded 
it on the partof the State he represented, because 
one half of the Union was deeply slandered in 
these petitions. He demanded it, because the 
| subject was not within the power of Congress. 
| He demanded it that agitation on the subject 
| might cease, for agitation must be the inevitable 
| consequence of continuing to receive them. He 
| saw in these petitions that eleven of the States 
| of the Union were grossly slandered, and no man 
| 





wise. They had refused to receive petitipns be- 
|| cause they implicated members of that body; and 
|| Were they to receive petitions in which eleven of 
the States were deeply, basely, and maliciously 
slandered? Were they to put more reprobation 
on the slander of an individual member than on 

the slander of sovereign States? 
He demanded the question, because these me- 






























stitution, to interfere with the subject of slavery. 





This was a preliminary abolition movement. 
These Abolitionists moved first upon the District 
of Columbia, which was the weakest point, in 


He demanded the preliminary question as to re- 


| an agitation which would sunder this Union. Sir, 
(said he,) we fear not these incendiary pamphlets 
in the South. The South was too well aware of 
what is due to itself to permit the circulation of 
those pamphlets. It was agitation here that they 
feared, because it would compel the southern press 


He objected to receiving these petitions, because 
the country was deeply agitated by them; because 
they were sundering the bonds which held this 
Union together. As a lover of the Union, he ob- 





or the southern people never can be satisfied. And 
how (asked Mr. C.) will you put a stop to them? 
By receiving these petitiorts and laying them on 
the table. No, no! The Abolitionists understood 
this too well. Nothing would stop them but a 
stern refusal, by closing the doors to them, and 
refusing to receive them. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, observed one of the 
memorials was directed to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which he thought ought not to be re- 
ceived by the Senate, and suggested to the gentle- 
man [Mr. Morris] who had 
propriety of withdrawing it, which was done. 
Mr. MORRIS said, that in presenting these 
petitions, to the receiving of which the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr,. Catnoun] objected, he 
had not examined them, but had supposed them 
all properly addressed; those, however, that were 
addvcqnd to the House of Representatives alone 
he would withdraw; he had others in his posses- 
sion, signed exclusively by ladies, and if the gen- 


‘| on the whole at once. 
| Also, the petition ef George Dawson, of Pitts- || 
| burg; which was also referred to the appropriate || 
|| State he represented, were prepared to go the 
| whole lengil 

| denying, in the most explicit terms, the power of 
| Congress to interfere in any manner whatever 
| with the question of slavery in any of the States; 
| that the petitioners contemplated no such inter- 


Mr. CALHOUN asked that the question should || 


could put his hand on his heart and say other- | 


morials aimed at a violation of the Constitution. | 
We have not the power, (said he,) under the Can- | 


fe and his constituents understood this question. | 


order to operate afterwards on the States; and he | 
would resist them as firmly in this movement as | 
he would on the direct question of emancipation. | 


| ceiving these seeped because he was averse to | 


to discuss the question in the very presence of the | 
slaves, who were induced to believe that there was | 
a powerful party at the North ready toassist them. | 


jected to receiving them; nay, they must cease, | 


presented it, the | 





tleman from South Carolina, who had made the 
motion, would agree, he would then present them 
also, that the action of the Senate might be had 
He said, that in present- 
ing these petitions, he felt it his duty to say, that 
he himself, and he believed the citizens of the 


1 with gentlemen from the South in 


ference, nor would he, in any instance, give 


' countenance or support to such doctrine; that the 
| power of Congress ought, in all cases, to be con- 


fined strictly within the grants of the Constitu- 
tion. Although he most willingly conceded this, 
yet he was as clearly of opinion that exclusive 
legislation was vested in Congress, both as to 
persons and things within the District of Colum- 


| bia; and that a contrary opinion, which he had 


lately heard expressed, was entirely new to him, 
and he believed rested on no solid foundation; 
| that the subject matter of the petitions was clear! 
within the power of Congress, and one upon Ww hich 
| this body could act, whenever, in their opinien, 
it was necessary for such action to be had. He 
was well convinced that the petitioners enter- 
tained the same opinion with himself upen this 
subject; and that they had, in good faith, sent 
| their petitions to Congress, and, with equal good 
| faith, they believed it was the duty of Congress 
to provide means by which slavery and the slave 
' trade should be abolished in this District. The 
question now is, have these petitioners the right to 
be heard by this body, who possess primary, com- 
Hete, and exclusive legislauion upon this subject ? 
This right, he said, was secured to them in the 
mostample manner by the provisions of the Con- 
stitution itself. That instrument deprives Con- 
gress of all power to make any law to abridge this 
right, the Constitution recognizing the right as 
| original and inherent, and does not, in the slight- 
_ est degree, permit Congress to interfere with it as 
aright. Upon this constitutional provision the 
| petitioners have placed their feet as upon a rock, 
which cannot be moved; but in the exercise of this 
right, he was willing to admit that petitioners 
ought to observe that decorum which is neces- 
| sary to the very existence of society. He would 
' not contend that if petitions were presented to 
| this body containing scurrilous language and 
abuse of the Senate, or any one of its members, 
that it ought not to be received; but the Senate 
had ample security in this matter, as no petition 
could be presented but through one of its mem- 
bers. But it is objected in this case, that the 
petitioners reflect in the language of their petitions 
most unwarrantably on sovereign States, as well 
as individual citizens of those States. He said, 
if the right of petitioning Congress was deemed 
of so much importance as to be declared by the 
Constitution a right which Congress should not 
abridge, with what propriety, then, shall one 
branch of Congress undertake to declare that peti- 
tions shall not be received, on the ground that the 
object which the petitioners seck to obtain is not 
in the power of Congress to grant, or that the 
words used by the petitioners are such as ought 
notto be heard. He would ask gentlemen, if this 
was not abridging the right of petition; if Con- 
gress could prescribe the matter and form in 
which petitions should be presented, he thought 
there was at once an end to the right of petition- 
ing. He said he could see no difference in prin- 
ciple, in prescribing the manner in which an act 
should be done, and in preventing it altogether. 
It seemed to him that the doctrine contended for 
would hold thus far. The petitions now presented 
pray the action of Congress upon a subject over 
which Congress alone has the power of legisla- 
tion; they have expressed themselves in this mat- 
ter in such language as they judged proper for 
the occasion; this is their inherent nahh the 
liberty of er is theirs without restraint, and 
|| they are subject for its abuse only to the laws. 
|| Let us take care, then, how we tread on this 
ground, that in our.attempts to make petitions 
palatable to ourselves we do not abridge the 
| sacred right of petitioning. This, he was sure, 
|| would not be contended for by any Senator. In 
| this belief he found assurance that the petitions 
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would be received, and the motion of the gentle- | 
man fail. It was not necessary that he should 
express his opinion of the effects that would 
follow a contrary course. 

Mr. PORTER felt that he should but illy per- 
form his duty to his constituents, if he permitted 
this subject to pass without noticing it by a few 
remarks. And first as to the remarks of the Sen- | 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Morats;] he agreed with 
him that his constituents wished to place their | 
feet on the Constitution; and if the gentleman had 
looked into, and fully considered all the conse- 
quences that might ensue from such memorials, | 
he could not but himself feel that he had been 
putting his foot on the Constitution in presenting 
them. The gentleman had made one remark which 
he had heard elsewhere, that by refusing the right 
of petition, there was no knowing where the 
might go. No man could value more highly than 
he did the right of the people peaceably to assem- | 
ble and peuuon for a redress of grievances. It 
was aright which his vote should always sustain. 
Sut he should be glad to know how the motion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, or the 
vote he was about to give on it, could be consid- 
ered as restraining the right of petition. Did 
not the same power which conferred on petition- 
ers the right to make petitions, also confer on 
Congress the right to reject them, if, on examin- 
ation, their prayer should be found unreasonable 
and unjust? And if they had this right, had chey 
not also the right to say so atonce? Did the gen- 
tleman want a petition to be carried to a commit- 
tee, and deliberated on, when itcontained language | 
grossly reflecting on the people of the South—a 
people as pure and as virtuous as any on the face 
of the globe? Were they to take petiuons couched | 
in such language, and commit them before reject- 
ing them? He, for his part, would not suffer 
these fanatics, and worse than fanatics, to come 
there and tell them that the people he represented 
were murderers, kidnappers. 

There was another reason why they should re- 
fuse to receive the petitions. They proposed to | 
take away the property of the people of this Dis- | 
trict. The good people of Ohio were exceedingly | 
kind to wish to emancipate the slaves of this Dis- 
trict; to take away from widows and orphans, 
because the tabernacles of Ohio were endued with | 
an extraordinary spirit of Pernt: He 
knew what was wanted by these Abolitionists, | 
They wanted to get some legislative action here | 
with regard to slavery in this District, for the 
purpose of bearing on the Legislatures of the | 
South. Butthey were mistaken. Did they sup- | 
pose that they could ever induce the people of the | 
South to give up the property, acquired from their | 
ancestors and by their own industry? Did they 
suppose that because they had the example of the | 
British islands before them,where the mothercoun- | 
try had been worked on by hypocrisy, fanaticism, | 
and the most profound ignorance, that they ever 
could effect their objects in the South? Did they 
suppose that they could found anything on what 
had passed on the other side of the water? Did 
they suppose that the islanders would ever, of 
themselves, have consented to the emancipation 
of their slaves, if the measure had not been forced 
upon them by the mother country? No, they | 
never would; and it would be in vain for the Ab- | 
olitionists ever to hope for anything of the kind | 
from the South. With respect to these petitions, | 
he was for rejecting them atonce. Was he to be 
told that, in doing so, he was rejecting the right 
of petition? This was a painful subject, and he 
wished to avoid it; but he should be a traitor to 
the State he represented, if he consented that 
these petitions should be presented there from 
day to day, containing the grossest slanders on | 
the whole southern country, and calculated to | 
keep alive that excitement of which they had 
already had too much. 

Mr. PRESTON said that the presentation of | 
petitions at this time must, under the peculiar 
circumstances, create excited feelings. Mr. P. 
adverted to various circumstances that had trans- | 

ired during the past year, in relation to the Abo- 
itionists; and (said he) after all this, shall we 
permit a petition to be presented on this subject, 
without our animad version, or, without the possi- 
bility of action upon it, permit it to lie peaceably 
upon the table. They of the South had a right, 
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under the Constitution, to demand some other 
action than the Government had pursued. He 
referred to the meetings held by Abolitionists— 
the apostles they had sent out to preach their 
doctrines—the circulation of publications ofevery 
species, and their exciting character. All of 
them had seen these things, and he felt called 
upon to keep the South informed of them. They 
were calculated to spread terror throughout the 
South. Men’s nies had already been disturbed 
there. The Government had been called upon 
to act uponthem. They could not sit by and see 





the character of their constituents aspersed by | 


ignorant, blood-thirsty fanatics. 
bound to appeal to the Government. 


They were 


For one Mr. P. did not fear an interference in | 


the rights of the South. You can’t (said he) in- 

terfere with them, either in polities, in religion, in 

morals, or ee means. 
t 


to defend them, by all the means the God of 


nature had put into their power against these in- 
cendiary attempts to wrap their land in flames, | 


and to deluge itin blood. 


Sir, (said he,) they are 


filling our houses, our fields, and our hearths with | 
inplacable murderers, and robbing us of our thou- | 
Sir, we demand repose! We insist that | 
the Government shall say to us, in intelligible lan- | 


sands! 


guage, that you can’t legislate upon this subject— 
that you can’t receive the petitions of these hot- 
headed and cold-hearted fanatics—these men, 
women, and children who are waging a war of 


exterminationagainstus. inthis freeGovernment, | 


(said Mr. P.) it may be impossible for the Govern- 


ment authorities to stop them entirely; but (said |, 
he) we ask that Congress will distinctly and posi- | 
tively interfere between us and those fanatics, and | 
that the General Government will not directly or | 
indirecthy be an agentin this system of destruction. | 


I fear, (said Mr. P.,) unless it stands as an im- 


, passible barrier between these people and us, the | 
| consequences will be terrible. 
(said he) exist under a bond of necessity, which |, 


cannot be broken—our lives and our property are 
the ligaments that bind us together. Civil war was 
terrible—to the ratiocinations of the mind it was 


| dreadful. Interference must be direct or indirect. 


“hé people of the South demanded such action 


of Congress on these petitions as would leave no |! 


possible doubt between them and this exciting 
subject. It was a matter on which there could 
be no difference of opinion. He abhorred the 
idea of mixing up politics with it. 
object was to protect their property and their 
lives. 
tremely important to prevent the agitation of this 
subject. 


thing before it. 


How long, then, should they endure this matter, || 


before Congress took such action as would secure 
them from the agitation of it? What he desired 
was, that such action should be had as would 
close the doors of this Hall against the agitation 
of this subject. He was sure the object of the mo- 
tion of his colleague Mr. Catnoun] was nothing 
more. But the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. sennrs) 
says that the door « the Hall shall not be close 

thus far. The prionary question was: Shall the 
petition be received or not?) What was a peti- 


tion read for? To sce whether Congress would | 
The motion of his | 
colleague was a milder remedy tthan they had 


take it into consideration. 


aright to take. He (Mr. P.) was disposed to 


ask a direct renunciation of the power of Congress | 
The Constitution declared | 


to act in the matter. 
that Congress had no right to pass a law abridg- 
ing the right of petitioning. f 

they had no right to reject a petition after it was 
presented? How does this petition (said Mr. P.) 


characterize twenty-two members of this body? | 


Was it respectful to them that women were brought 


in to shield the agitators? The petition was offen- | 


sive; ect pemeeetny so to him, but to the whole 
southern del 


redress of grievances? 
oennce to the oo or of 


(said Mr. P.) we cannot plead to the jurisdiction at 





They were bound | 


We in the South | 


Their sole | 
In a political point cf view, it was ex- || 


He spoke of its bearings upon differ- | 
ent sections of the country, and (said he) the | 
overwhelming vortex of politics sweeps every- | 


ut did that mean | 


egation. Mr. P. here quoted the Con- || 
stitution on the subject of ihe right of petitioning. | 
Was the object of the petition here presented for the | 
Was it an affair of local | 
*neral interest? || 

Vas this Capitol to be converted into a college for | 
. itsdiscussion? He plead to the jurisdiction. But 
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| the bar of public opinion. There we must answer, 
|| The petition was a slanderous libel upon a large 
|, population. It asked for the exercise of powers 
not delegated to Congress. They might as wel] 
have petitioned for the establishment of a partien- 
lar religion. The section of country he represented 
had a constitutional right to their property, and 
the people there had a right to expect of every 
Senator to say that Congress had no right to in- 
|| terfere with it. The Corstitution provides that 
you shall not interfere with private property, with- 
out ample compensation. Where will you get the 
funds (said he) to buy our property? Would this 
Government buy it? The right to this property 
| was coextensive with this District. The ceding 
| of this District to the United States was in the 
nature of a general trust, that they might exercise 
jurisdiction over itas a trust government. How 
were these ten miles square originally given? Cer- 
tainly not to militate against the provisions of 
Maryland or Virginia. He concluded, that in the 
just interpretation of the act of cession itself by 
Maryland and Virginia, Congress was excluded 
from interfering. Suppose (said Mr. P.) that 
Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, had 
been ceded to the United States, and the citizens 
of Virginia had petitioned to have perpetual slavery 
established in Philadelphia without the consent 
of Pennsylvania; then, 1f Congress could abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, it could estab- 
lish it in Philadelphia, or wherever jurisdiction 
was ceded to the United States. No man (said 
Mr. P.) who had character enough to come here, 
would say it was even expedient to interfere. He 
had intended proposing a resolution, if his col- 
league had not made this motion, calling for the 
strongest action of the Senate upon the subject. 
It was most desirable to them to have peace, and 
he hoped the action of the Senate upon this peti- 
tion would be such as would insure it to them. 
Mr. BUCHANAN said that, for two or three 
weeks past, there had been in his possession, a 
| memorial from the Caln quarterly meeting of the 
|, religious Society of Friends, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, requesting Congress to abolish slavery 
/and the slave trade within the District of Colum- 
bia. This memorial was nota printed form—its 
language was not that in established use for such 
documents. It did not proceed from those des- 
_perate fanatics who have been endeavoring to 
disturb the security and peace of society in the 
southern States, by the distribution of incendiary 
| pamphiets and papers. Far different is the truth. 
|, lt emanates from a society of Christians, whose 
_ object had always been to promote peace and good 
will among men, and who have been the efficient 
and persevering friends of humanity in every 
clime. To their untiring efforts, more than to 
those of any other denomination of Christians, 
we owe the progress which has been made in 
abolishing the African slave trade throughout 
|the world. This memorial was their testimony 
| against the existence of slavery. This testimony 
'| they had borne for more than acentury. Of the 
_ purity of their motives, there could not be a ques- 
/| tion, } 
|. Mr. B. had omitted to present this memorial 
/atan earlier day, because he had thought that on 
its presentation, at the proper time, much good 
might be done. He had believed that, by private 
consultations, some resolution might be devised 
upon this exciting subject which would obtain the 
unanimous vote of the Senate. If there was one 
man in that body not willing to adopt any proper 
| measure to calm the troubled spirit of the South, 
he did not know him. This, in his judgment, 
_would be the best mode of accomplishing the 
object which we all desire to accomplish. The 
proper course to attain this result was, in his 
opinion, to refer the subject either to a select com- 
mittee or to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. They would examine it in all its bear- 
ings; they would ascertain the views and feelings 
of individual Senators, and he had no doubt they 
would be able to recommend some measure to the 
Senate on which they could all unite. This would 
have a most happy effect upon the country. He 
had intended, upon presenting the memorial 
which he had in charge, to have suggested this 
mode of proceeding. Heregretted, therefore, he 
| had not known that his friend from Ohio, [Mr. 
'' Morris,] was in possession of memorials having 
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asimilar objectin view. If he had been informed 


of it, he should have endeavored to persuade him | 


to wait until Monday next, when he (Mr. B.) 
would have been prepared to pursue the course 
he had indicated. But vn qepetion has now been 
forced upon us. No, (said Mr. B.,) it has not 
been forced upon me, because I am glad to have 
a suitable occasion of expressing my opinions 
upon the subject. ; ; 
The memorial which I have in my possession 


is entitled to the utmost ner from the charac- | 


ter of the memorialists. As I entirely dissent 
from the er which they express, that we 
ought to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 


lumbia, I feel it to be due to them, to myself and || 


to the Senate, respectfully, but firmly, to state 
the reasons why I cannot advocate their views, 
or acquiesce in their conclusions. 


If any one principle of constitutional law can, | 
at this day, be considered as settled, it is, that 


Congress has no right, no power, over the ques- 
tion of slavery within those States where it exists. 
The property of the master in his slave existed 
in fall force before the Federal Constitution was 
adopted.” It was a subject which then belonged, 


as it still belongs, to the exclusive jurisdiction of } 


the several States. These States, by the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, never yielded to the 
General Government any right to interfere with 
the question. It remains where it was previous 
to the establishment of our Confederacy. 

The Constitution has, in the clearest terms, 


recognized the right of property in slaves. It | 
prohibits any State into which a slave may have 


fled from passing any law to discharge him from 
slavery, and declares that he shall be delivered 


up by the authorities of such State to his master. || 
Nay. more; it makes the existence of slavery the | 
foundation of political power, by giving to those || 


States in which it exists Representatives in Con- 
gress not only in proportion to the whole number 
of free persons, but also in proportion to three 
fifths of the number of slaves.. 

An occasion very fortunately arose in the first 
Congress to setile this question forever. 


vania broughtit before that Congress, by a memo- 
rial which was presented on the 11th day of Feb- 


ruary, 1790. After the subject had been discussed | 


for several days, and after solemn deliberation, 
the House of Representatives, in Committee of 
the Whole, on the 23d day of March, 1790, re- 
solved— 


“That Congress have no authority to interfere in the 
emancipation of slaves, or in the treatment of them witbin 


any of the States; it remaining with the several States | 


alone to provide any regulations therein which humanity 
and true policy may require.’? 

I have thought it would be proper to present 
this decision, which was made almost half a cen- 
tury ago, distinctly to the view of the American 
people. The language of the resolution is clear, 
precise, and definite. Itleaves the question where 
the Constitution left it, and where,so far as I am 
concerned, itever shall remain. The Constitution 
of the United States never would have been called 
into existence—instead of the innumerable bless- 
ings which have flowed from our happy Union, 
we should have had anarchy, jealousy, and civil 
war among the sister republics of which our 
Confederacy is composed—had not the free States 
abandoned all control over this question. For 
one, whatever may be my opinions upon the ab- 
stract question of slavery—and I am free to con- 
fess they are those of the people of Pennsylvania— 
I shall never attempt to violate this fundamental 
compact. The Union will be vissolved, and incai- 
culable evils will rise from its ashes, the moment 
any such attempt is seriously made by the free 
States in Congress. 

What, then, are the circumstances under which 
these memorials are now presented? A number 
of fanatics, led on by foreign incendiaries, have 
been scattering ‘‘ arrows, firebrands, and death”’ 
throughout the southern States. The natural 
tendency of their publications is to produce dis- 
Satisfaction and revolt among the slaves, and to 
incite their wild passions to vengeance. All his- 
tory,as well as the present condition of the slaves, 
proves that there can be no danger of the final 
result of a servile war. But, in the mean time, 
what dreadful scenes may be enacted before such 


The || 
Society for the Abolition of Slavery in Pennsyl- | 
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|| an insurrection, which would spare neither age 
nor sex, could be suppressed! What agony of 
mind must be suffered, especially by the gentler 
sex,in consequence of these publications! Many | 
a mother clasps her infant to her bosom, when 
she retires to rest, under dreadful apprehensions 
that she may be aroused from her slumbers by 
the savage yells of the slaves by whom she is 
surrounded. These are the works of the Aboli- 
tionists. That their motives may be honest, Ido 
not doubt; but their zeal is without knowledge. | 
The history of the human race presents numer- 
ous exam ao of ignorant enthusiasts, the purity 

| of whose intentions cannot be doubted, who have 
spread devastation and bloodshed over the face 
of the earth. 

These fanatics, instead of benefiting the slaves 
|| who are the objects of their regard, have inflicted 
serious injuries upon them. Self-preservation is 
1e first law of nature. The masters, for the sake 
of their wives and children—for the sake of all 
that is near and dear to them on earth—-must 
tighten the reigns of authority over their slaves. | 
They must thus counteract the efforts of the Ab- 
olitionists. The slaves are denied many indul- | 
. gences which their masters would otherwise | 
| cheerfully grant; they must be kept in such a 
i state of bondage as effectually to prevent their 
| rising. These are the injurious effects produced 
| by the Abolitionists upon the slave himself. 





hilst, on the one hand, they render his condi- 
tion miserable by presenting to his mind vague 
notions of freedom never to be realized, on the 
other, they make it doubly miserable by compel- 
ling the master to be severe, in order to preventany | 
attempts at insurrection. ‘They thus render it im- 
|| possible for the master to treat his slave according 
to the dictates of his heart and his feelings. | 
Besides, do not the Abolitionists perceive that | 
|the spirit which is thus roused must protract 
| to an indefinite period the emancipation of the 
| slave? The necessary effect of their efforts is to | 
| render desperate those to whom the power of 
| emancipation exclusively belongs. I believe most | 
conscientiously, in whatever light this subject can 
|| be viewed, that the best interests of the slave re- 
uire that the question should be left, where the 
vonstitution has left it, to the slaveholding States 
| themselves, without foreign interference. 
|| This being a true statement of the case, as 
| applied to the States where slavery exists, what is 
|| now asked by these memorialists? That in this 
| District of ten miles square—a District carved out 
| of two slaveholding States, and surrounded by | 
them on all sides—slavery shall be abolished. 
What would be the effects of granting their re- 
\| quest? You would thus erect a citadel in the very | 
|| heart of these States, upon a territory which they | 
|| have ceded to you for a far different purpose, | 


|| from which Abolitionists and incendiaries could 


(ce attack the peace and safety of their 





citizens. You establish a spot, within the slave- | 
holding States, which would be a city of refuge 
for runaway slaves. You create by law a central | 
point from which trains of gunpowder may be 
securely Jaid, extending into the surrounding 
States, which may, at any moment, produce a || 
fearful and destructive explosion. By passing || 
such alaw, you introduce the enemy into the very | 
bosom of these two States, and afford him every || 
opportunity to produce a servile insurrection. Is || 
there any reasonable man who can for one mo- | 
ment suppose that Virginia and Maryland would |) 
have ceded the District of Columbia to the United || 
States, if they had entertained the slightest idea | 
that Congress would ever use it for any such pur- || 
pose? They ceded it for your use, for your con- || 
venience, and not for their own destruction. When | 
slavery ceases to exist under the laws of Virginia | 
and Maryland, then, and not till then, ought it to | 
|Nbe abolished in the District of Columbia. 

| Mr. B. said, that notwithstanding these were | 








his opinions, he could not vote for the motion of || 

the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catuoun,} 1 

not to receive these memorials. e would not at 1 
| present proceed to state his reasons, still hoping | 
| the Senate could yet agree upon some course | 
|| which would prove satisfactory to all. With this || 
|| view, he moved that the whole subject be post- || 
| poned until Monday next, | 
| And after some further debate, it was so post- 1 
‘| poned. 


‘| Mr. BENTON rose to express his concurrence 
_in the suggestion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
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vania, |Mr. BucHanan,] that the consideration of 
this subject be postponed unul Monday. It had 
come up suddenly, and unexpectedly to-day, and 
the postponement would give an opportunity for 
Senators to reilect, and to confer together, and to 
conclude what was best to be done where all were 
united in wishing the same end, namely, to allay, 
and not to produce excitement. He lad risen tor 
this purpose, but, being on his feet, he would say 
a few words on the general subject which the pre- 
sentation of these petitions had so suddenly and 
unexpectedly brought up. With respect to the 
yetitioners, and those with whom they acted, he 
fad no doubt but that many of them were good 
people, aiming at benevolent objects, and endeav- 
Oring to ameliorate the condition of one part of 
the human race without inflicting calamities on 
another part; but they were mistaken in their 
mode of proceeding; and so far from accomplish- 
ing any part of their object, the whole effect of 
their interposition was to aggravate the condition 
of those in whose behalf they were interfering 

But there was another part, and he meant to 
speak of the Abolitionists generally, as the body 
containing the part of which he spoke—there 
was another part whom he could not qualify as 
good people seeking benevolentends by mistaken 
means, but as incendiaries and agitators, with 
diabolical objects in view, to be accomplished by 
wicked and deplorable means He did not go 
into the proofs now to establish the correctness 
of his opinion of this latter class; but he pre- 
sumed it would be admitted that every attempt to 
work upon the passions of the slaves, and to ex- 
cite them to murder their owners, was a wicked 
and diabolical attempt, and the work of a mid- 
night incendiary. Pictures of slave degradation 
and misery, and of the white man’s luxury and 
cruelty, were attempts of this kind; for they 
were appeals to the vengeance of slaves, and not 
to the intelligence or reason of those who legis- 
lated for them. He (Mr. B.) had had many pie- 
tures of this kind, as well as many diabolical 
publications, sent to him at St. Louis, during the 
past summer, the whole of which he had cast inte 
the fire, and should not have thought of referring 
to the circumstance at this time, as displaying the 
character of the incendiary part of the Abolition- 
ists, had he noi, within these few days past, and 
while abolition petitions were pouring into the 
other end of the Capitol, received one of these 
nictures, the design of which could be nothing 
bat mischief of the blackest dye. it was a print 
from an engraving, [and Mr, B. exhibited it, and 
handed it to Senators near him,} representing a 
large and spreading tree of liberty, beneath whose 
ample shade a slave owner was at one time jux- 
uriously reposing, with slaves fanning him; at 
another carried forth in a palanquin, to view the 
half-naked laborers in the cotion-field, whom 


' drivers, with whips, were scourging to the task. 


The print was evidently from the abolition mint, 
and came to him by some other conveyance thar 
that of the mail, for there was no post-mark, or 
mark of any kind, to identify its origin, and to 
indicate its line of march. For what purpose 
could such a picture be intended, unless to in- 
flame the passions of slaves; and wiy engrave 
it, except to multiply copies for extensive distri- 
bution? But it was not pictures alone that oper->\ 
ated upon the passions of the slaves, but speeches, | 
publications, petitions presented in Congress,and | 
the whole machinery of abolition societies. None ) 
of these things went to the understandings uf the 
slaves, but to their passions, all imperfectly under- 
stood, and inspiring vague hopes, and stimulating 
abortive and fatal insurrections. Societies, espe- 
cially, were the foundation of the greatest mis- 
chiets. Whatever might be their objects, the 
slaves never did, and never can, undersiand them 
but in one way—as allies organized for action, and 
ready to march to their aid ow the first signa! of 
insurrection! It was thus that the massacre of 
San Dominge was made. The Society in Paris, 
Les Amis des Noirs, Friends of the Blacks, with its 
affiliated societies thrdughout France and in Lon- 
don, made that massacre. And who composed 
that society? In the beginning it comprised the 
extremes of virtue and of vice; it contained the 
best and the basest of human kind !—Lafayette, 
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thropists, and Marat and Anacharsis Chlootz, 
those imps of hell in human shape. In the end, 
for all such societies run the same career of de- 
generation, the good men, disgusted with their 
associates, retired from the scene, and the wicked 
ruled at pleasure. Declamations against slavery, 
publications in gazettes, pictures, petitions to the 
Constituent Assembly, were the mode of proceed- 
ing; and the fish-women of Paris—he said it with 


humiliation, because American females had signed | 


the petitions now before us—the fish-women of 
Paris, the very poissardes from the quays of the 
Seine, became the obstreperous champions of 
West India emancipation. The effect upon the 
French islands is known to the world; but what 
is not known to the world, or not sufficiently 
known to it, is that the same societies which 
wrapt in flames and drenched in blood the beau- 
tiful island which was then a garden, and now a 


wilderness, were the means of exciting an insur- | 


rection upon our own continent—in Lovisiana— 
where a French slave population existed, and 
where the language of Les .dmis des Noirs could 
be understood, and where their emissaries could 
glide. The knowledge of this event (Mr. B. said) 
ought to be better known, both to show the danger 
of these societies, however distant, and though 
oceans may roll between them and their victims, 
the fate of the slaves who may be excited to 
insurrection by them on any part of the American 
continent. He would read the notice of the event 
from the work of Mr. Charles Gayarre, lately 
elected by his native State to a seat on this floor, 
and whose resignation of that honor he sincerely 


regretted, and particularly for the cause which | 


occasioned it, and which abstracted talent from a 


Station that it would have adorned. Mr. B. read | 
from the work, **Essai Historique sur la Louisi- | 


ane:”’ 


“The white population of Louisiana was not the only 
part of the population which was agitated by the French 


revolution. The blacks, encouraged, without doubt, by the || the conduct of the great body of the people in | 


|| all these States. Before he saw that conduct, and 
|| while the black question, like a portentous cloud, | 
|| was gathering and darkening on the northeastern || 


euccess which their race had obtained in San Domingo, 
dreamed of liberty, and sought to shake off the yoke. The 
insurrection was planned at Pointe-Coupeé, which was 
then an isolated parish, and of which the number of slaves 
was considerable. ‘The conspiracy took birth on the plan- 
tation of Mr. Julien Poydras, a rich planter, who was then 
traveling in the United States, and spread itseif rapidly 
throughout the parish. The death of all the whites was 
resolved. Happily, the conspirators could not agree upon 


the day for the massacre, and, from this disagreement, | 
resulted a quarre! which led to the discovery of the plot. | 


The militia of the parish immediaiely took arms, and the 
Baron de Carondelet caused them to be supported by the 
troops of the line. It was resolved to arrest and to punish 
the principal conspirators. The slaves opposed it; but they 
were quickly dispersed, with the loss of twenty of their 
number killed on the spot. Fifty of the insurgents were 
condemned to death. Sixteen were executed in different 
parts of the parish; the rest were put on board a galley, 
and hung, at intervals, all along the river,as far as New 
Orleans, (a distance of one hundred and fitty miles.) The 
severily of the chastisement intimidated the blacks, and all 
returned to perfect order.” 


Resuming his remarks, Mr. B. said he had read 
this passage to show that our white population 
had a right to dread, nay, were bound to dread, 
the mischievous influence of these societies, even 
when an ocean intervened, and much more when 
they stood upon the same hemisphere and within 
the bosom of the same country. He also read it 
to show the miserable fate of their victims, and to 
warn all that was good and virtuous—all that was 


honest, but mistaken—in the three hundred and | 


Jifty affiliated societies vaunted by the individuals 
who style themselves their executive committee, 
and who date, from the commercial emporium of 
this Union, their high manifesto against the Presi- 
dent—to warn them at once to secede from asso- 
ciations which, whatever may be their designs, 
ean have no other effect than to revive in the 
southern States the traced y—not of San Domingo 
—but of the parish of Pointe-Coupeé. 

Mr. B. went on to say that these societies had 
already perpetrated more mischief than the joint 
remainder of all their lives spent in prayers of 
contrition, and i works of retribution, could 
ever atone for. They had thrown the state of the 


emancipation question eae back. They had 


subjected every traveler and every emigrant from 
the non-slaveholding States to be received with 
coldness and viewed with suspicion and jealousy, 
in the slaveholding States. They had occasioned 
many slaves to lose their lives. "They had caused 
the deportation of many ten thousands from the 


and the Abbé Gregoire, those purest of philan- 
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_grain-growing to the planting States. They had 
_ caused the privileges of all slaves to be curtailed, 
and their bonds to be more tightly drawn. Nor 
was the mischief of their conduet confined to 
slaves; it reached the free colored people, and 
| opened a sudden gulf of misery to that population. 
| In all the slave States, this population has paid 
the forfeit of their intermediate position, ant 
suffered proscription as the instruments, real or 


suspected, of the abolition societies. In all these | 
States, their exodus had either been enforced or |} 


| was impending. In Missouri there was a clause 
'|in the Constitution which prohibited their emi- 
|| gration to the State; but that clause had remained 
‘| a dead letter in the book ur ‘il the agitation pro- 
duced among the slaves by ae distant rumbling 
or the abolition thunder, led to the knowledge in 
‘some instances, and to the belief in others, that 
|| these people were the antennz of the Abolitionists, 
,and their medium for communicating with the 
| slaves, and for exciting them to desertion first, 
‘| and to insurrection eventually. Then ensued a 
‘| painful scene. The people met, resolved, and 
| prescribed thirty days for the exodus of the 
obnoxious caste. Under that deeree a general 
emigration had to take place at the commencement 
of winter. Many worthy and industrious people 
had to quit their business and their homes, and 
to go forth under circumstances which rendered 
them objects of suspicion wherever they went, 
| and sealed the door against the acquisition of new 
| friends, while depriving them of the protection 
of old ones. He (Mr. B.) had witnessed many 
|| instances of this kind, and had given certificates 
| to several, to show that they were banished, not 
for their offenses, but for their misfortunes—for 
|| the misfortune of being allied to the race which 
the abolition societies had made the object of their 
gratuitous philanthropy. 
| Having said thus much of the abolition socie- 
SE ° - . ~s 
|| ties in the non-slaveholding States, Mr. B. turned 
with pride and exultation to a different theme— 


‘| horizon, he trembled, not for the South, but for 
the Union. He feared that he saw the fatal work 


this glorious Confederacy about to snap; but the 
conduct of the great body of the people in all the 
| non-slaveholding States quickly dispelled that 





the Union which he had felt for many years. Their 


| conduct was above tees above all thanks, | 
I 


| above all gratitude. ney had chased off the 
| foreign emissaries, silenced the gabbling tongues 


|| of female dupes, and dispersed the assemblages, 


| whether fanatical, visionary, or incendiary, of all 


|| that congregated to preach against evils which | 


afflicted others, not them, and to propose reme- 
| dies to aggravate the disease which they pretended 
| to cure. "Phey had acted with a noble spirit. They 
| had exerted a vigor beyond all law. .They had 
| obeyed the enactments, not of the statute-book, 
but of the heart; and while the spirit was in 


| the heart, he cared nothing for laws written in a | 
book. He would rely upon that spirit to com- || 
plete the good work it had begun—to dry up these | 


societies—to separate the mistaken philanthropist 


from the reckless fanatic and the wicked incen- | 
diary, and put an end to publications and peti- | 


tions which, whatever may be their design, can 
have no other effect than to impede the object 
‘which they invoke, and to aggravate the evil 
/ which they deplore. 
Turning to the immediate question before the 
Senate, that of the rejection of the petitions, Mr. 


| B. said his wish was to gre that vote which 


would have the greatest effect in putting down 
| these societies. He thought the vote to be given 
to be rather one of expedienc# than of constitu- 
tional obligation. The clause in the Constitution 
so often quoted in favor of the right of petitioning 
for a redress of grievances, would seem to him to 
apply rather to the grievances felt by ourselves, 
than to those felt by others, and which others 
|} might think an advantage, what we thought a 
grievance. The petitioners from Ohio think it a 
grievance that the people of the District of Co- 
‘| lumbia should oathe the institution of slavery, 


. . - i 
of dissolution about to begin, and the bonds of 


| fear, and in its place planted deep the strongest | 
|} assurance of the harmony and indivisibility of | 





and pray for the redress of that grievance; the 
| people of the District think the institution an ad. 
|| vantage, and want no redress; now, which has 
|| the right of petitioning? Looking to the pas, 
action of the Senate, and Mr. B. saw that, abou, 
thirty years ago, a petition against slavery, and 
| that in the States, was presented to this body by 

the society of Quakers in Pennsylvania and New 
Jersey, and that the same question upon its re. 
ception was made, and decided by yeas and nays, 
19 to 9, in favor of receiving it. He read the 
| names to show that the Senators from the slaye 
| and non-slaveholding States, voted some for, and 
| some against, the reception, according to each 
one’s opinion, and not according to the position 
or the character of the State from which he came, 
Mr. B. repeated, that he thought this question to 
be one of expediency, and that it was expedient 


| to give the vote which would go furthest towards 


uleting the public mind. The quieting the South 
epended upon quieting the North; for when the 

| Abolitionists were put down in the former place, 
, the latter would be at ease. It seemed to him, 
ien, that the gentlemen of the non-slaveholding 
States were the proper persons to speak first. 
They knew the temper of their own constituents 
best, and what might have a good or an ill effect 
upon them, either to increase the abolition fever, 
or to allay it. He knew that the feeling of the 
enate was general, that all wished for the same 
end, and the gentlemen of the North as cordially 

|| as those of the South. He wished the subject to 
| lie over till Monday, and then to hear the opinions 
| of those gentlemen after they had had time to con- 
|| sider and to confer together. 
| 


Mr. TYLER said he had very few remarks to 
make. He was frank to declare, that he should 
: have preferred a different course to be pursued in 
reference to this petition to the one proposed by 
the Senator from South Carolina, Entertaining 
the most profound respect for the opinions of that 
gentleman, not only on this, but on all other ques- 
tions, he must, nevertheless, confess that he did 
not think his propusition fully met the importance 
of the subject. He did not think it went far 
enough: the right to reject petitions, as well as 
to receive them, was the right of every delibera- 
tive body. The reasons for refusing to receive 
them were numerous. They might be insulting 
to the body—slanderous of the States and their 
institutions—repulsive for various reasons. In 
refusing to receive them nothing is established 
in regard to their prayer. Now, take the case 
before the Senate. The honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, in a spirit highly commendable, 
objects to receiving these petitions, because they 
are couched in a language grossly insulting to the 
community in which he lives: he objects to them 
because they contain the most injurious reflections 
ona large number of the States of this Union. 
Mr. T. would ask, would these petitions be more 
/, acceptable to the South, if they were less offensive 
in theirlanguage; and might ii not hereafter be used 
as an argument for the reception of similar peti- 
tions, that they treated the South with a becoming 
delicacy and respect, though their ultimate objects 
were equally dangerous? In his conception, the 
| course proposed by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina would not reach the difficulty; it would not 
put an end to abolition petitions. He wanted 
some course more emphatic—more pointed. He 
wanted an expression of opinion on the part of 
the Senate, that it was not competent for Congress 
to interfere with the question of slavery, either in 
the States, or in the District of Columbia. I hope 
| (said Mr, T.) that we can obtain such an opinion 
| by a unanimous vote, unless indeed the Senator 
from Ohio (Mr. Morris] objected, (which he 
should much regret,) that gentleman having ex- 
ressed himself as if Congress, as the local legis- 
toner of the District, could legislate on this sub- 
| ject. Although he feared that the Senator from 
| Ohio might not go with them in the expression of 
an opinion as to the want of competent power in 
Congress to interfere with the subject, yet he did 
hope that that gentleman, after more mature de- 
|| liberation, would see the subject in the same light 
|| that he did. The object of the gentleman from 
South Carolina and his own were the same: it 
| 














| 





was to put an end to these petitions which were 
calculated to keep up the agitation in the countr 
They only differed as to the mode. Mr. 
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wanted a distinct expression of opinion on the | relating to slavery in the District of Columbia. | not interfere in this question, but we wish to know 
rt of the Senate; and how were they to get it || He felt himself more especially called on to do || your reasons for arriving at this conclusion; we 
in any other way than in the usual form of a reso- || so from the aspect which the question had as- || wish you to declare by your votes whether you 
jution? In order to attain this object, he would || sumed in consequence of the motion of the gen- | arrive at this result because you think it unconsti- 
have permitted them to go the way thatallothers || tleman from South{Carolina, [Mr. Seumenall to || tutional or not.’? Mr. B. said, that he would 
of the same description had gone—to the Com- || refuse to receive the — He had believed, |} yield to none in zeal in sustaining and supporting, 
mittee on the District of Columbia. He, as || from the first time he had reflected on this sub- || to the extent of his ability, what he believed to 
chairman of the committee, had full confidence || ject—and subsequent events had but strength- || be the true interest of the South; but he should 
in his fellow-members on that committee. On || ened that conviction—thatthe most proper dispo- || take leave to say that, when the almost united will 
this subject the committee might be regarded as | sition of all such petitions was to lay them on || of both branches of Congress for all practical pur- 
perfectly sound, and he would not doubt but that || the table without printing. This course, while || poses was with us against all interference on this 
they would concur not only in a report, but ina | it indicated to the fanatics that Congress will || subject, he should not hazard the peace and quie 
satisfactory resolution. He had prepared a re- || yield no countenance to their designs,at the same || of the ey by going on a Quixotic expedition 
port at the last session which had met the concur- | time marks them with decided reprobation by a | in pursuit of abstract constitutional questions. 
rence of the members, and which was not made, || refusal to print. But, in his estimation, another | He would not quarrel with gentlemen so long as 
because of the suggestion that it might lead to| reason gave to the motion to lay them on the || they continued in the determination not to inter- 
some excitement in thecountry. The timeshave | table a decided preference over any other pro- | fere in this question, even if they did not come to 
since altered; agitation had come, and he had | ceedings by which they should be met. The || that determination by precisely the same mode of 
little doubt but that the committee would now || peculiar merit of this motion, as applicable to this || reasoning with himself. Mr B. said, it appeared 
concur with him in putting it to rest so far as any || question, is, that it precludes all debate, and would || to him that the true course of those representing 
action on its part would avail. Let these miser- hee prevent the agitation of a subject in Con- || the South here was to occupy a defensive posi- 
able petitions, then, go the way that all others like | gress which all should deprecate as fraught with || tion, so long as others were disposed not to dis- 
them have gone. All others heretofore had gone | mischief to every portion of this happy and || cuss it, and Congress refused to exert any legis- 
{ (as Mr. Preston said) into the lion’s den, and his || flourishing Costelecucy. || lative authority over the subject. When that 
' honorable friend saw no signs of their foot-prints Mr. B. said that honorable gentlemen who ad- || attempt was made, if it ever should be, he should 
coming out. That course would now be changed. |; vocated this motion had disclaimed all intention || say the time for discussion had passed, and a 
He repeated the belief that in the committee there | to produce agitation on this question. He did || period had arrived which called for other and more 
would be no difference of opinion among its mem- || not pretend to question the sincerity of their dec- || vigorous means of self-defense. 
bers in reference to this subject. He hoped there | laration; and, while willing to do every justice to || Another, and not the least weighty reason, had 
would be none in the Senate. As to the question || their motives, he must be allowed to say that no || operated on his mind in bringing it to the con- 
involved, (said Mr. T.,) it is one on which we of || method could be devised better calculated, in his || clusion, that the motion to reject the petition 
the South cannot divide; it is avital question. He || judgment, to produce such a result. || was injudicious. If successful, nothing would, 
did not mean to cant about it; he did not mean to ||| Mr. B. most sincerely believed that the best |; perhaps, be more agreeable to the fanatics (he 
ask the commiseration of the Senator from Penn- || interests of the southern States would be most | thought they should be more properly called 
sylvania; for the South wasstronger than she was || consulted by pursuing sucha course here as would || fiends in human shape, who would endeavor to 
supposed to be. No man was safe from the in- || harmonize the feeling of every section, and avoid || lay waste the nett liberties of thiscoun- 
cendiary, but the incendiary was not to be feared || opening for discussion so dangerous and delicate || try) than,the intelligence that they had received 
when the day broke upon him. He would vanish || a question. He believed all the Senators who || this mark of notice and, to them, of consequence, 
away like a specter of the night, and inevitable || were present a few days since, when a petition || from the Congress of the United States. Mr. B. 
destruction would await him on the return of || of similar character had been presented by an | said, in his judgment, that man was but little 
day. A servile war cannot be excited to endure || honorable member, had, by their votes to lay it on '| skilled in the passions of the human breast, who 
fora day. It would surrender to the sword the || the table, sanctioned the course which he now || did not know that there was no error, however 
black population, and an indiscriminate massacre || suggested. | great, nor no heresy, however abominable, cither 
might follow. I tell the Senator (said Mr. T.) that [Mr. Ca.noun, in explanation, said that him- | in religion or politics, which might not be aided 
Virginia has no fear of her slaves. She stands || self and his colleague were absent from the Senate || by the ery of persecution, however unfounded it 
prepared alike to crush rebellion in her bosom or || on the occasion alluded ae might be in fact. Fanaticism would seize on it 
to resist oppression from abroad. Like ever Mr. B. resumed, and said that he had made no || to enlist the sympathies of the weak and ignorant 
other State, she may be in danger from the torch || reference to the votes of any particular members || in their behalf. Wicked and fanatical men had 
of the midnight incendiary, but with the first || of that body; but what he had said was, that a || done this, in all ages, and he doubted not but the 
gleam of day the danger ceases. Standing there || similar petition had been laid on the table with- || malignant spirits who had been laboring in this 
for that State, he scorned to ask for the com- || out objection from any one, and consequently by || detestable vocation would cunningly seek to avail 
miseration of any one. He wanted justice for || a unanimous vote of the Senators present. Here, || themselves of any means to further their diabol- 
his State and constitutional right—nothing more. || then, was a most emphatic declaration by gentle- || ical designs. Another, and, with him, equally 
He admitted that, by an emphatic decision that |! men representing the northern States, as well as || decisive reason against any course calculated to 
Congress had no competentauthority to interfere || those from other parts of the Union, by this vote, || throw the subject open to discussion here, was 
with slavery in the District, some Rove of se- || that they would entertain no attempt at legislation || the almost universal manifestation at the North, 
curity would be given to allay excitement on any || on the question of slavery in the District of Co- || during the past summer and fall, of that fraternal 
report which would come from the District Com- || lumbia. Why, then, (asked Mr. B.,) should we || and patriotic feeling towards the South which he 
mittee, and would be calm. Sir, (said Mr. T.,) || now adopt a mode of proceeding calculated to || trusted would continue to exert ite happy effect 
I should feel that that committee was addressing || disturb the harmonious acticn of the Senate, || in preserving, unimpaired, the bonds of the Union 
Americans—men whose fathers fought by the || which had been produced by the former vote? || of these States. He rejoiced at this strong de- 
side of ours in the war of independence—men || Why and—he would respectfully ask of honor- | velopment of feeling, not only because it had 
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who can no more exist without us than we can || able gentlemen who press the motion to refuse to || contributed to repress the movements of danger- 
exist without them—identified with us in glory, || receive the petition—for what beneficial purpose || ous enemies to the peace and happiness of our 
and bound by the same destiny. He could have || do they press it? By persisting in such a course, || country, in that quarter, but because it had dis- 
no fears from this body. He would not doubt || it would, beyond all doubt, open a wide range of || pelled the insidious misrepresentations in regard 
but that the Senate of the United States would be || discussion; it would not fail to call forth a great | to the sentiments of the great body of northern 
true to their oaths and faithful to the sovereign- || diversity of opinion in relation to the extent of || peo »le, which certain presses had, as he beiieved, 
ties they represented. If he was mistaken, then || the right to petition under the Constitution. Nor bot 1 in the North and South, most industriously 
| 








(said he) Virginia can stand even if left alone, and || would it be confined to that question alone, judg- || used for the most sinister purposes. 
she will stand boldly and fearlessly confident as || ing from an expression which had fallen from an What were the facts, as to the public opinion 
to the result. He would say to his friend from || honorable gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Tyxer] || of the North, on this subject? But a short time 
South Carolina, that if after having given consid- || in the course of this debate. That gentleman || had passed by since most of the active leaders of 
eration to these expressions on his part, he still || had declared his preference for a direct negative this fanatical band were contemptible fugitives 
thought the proposition he had made the better |} vote by the Senate as to the constitutional power in different parts of the North, where they had 
course to be pursued, he (Mr. T.) would waive || of Congress to emancipate slaves in the District || attempted to exhibit, from the insulted and gener- 
his own opinions, and go with him. He would || of Columbia. He, for one, protested, politically || ous indignation of a patriotic people, who wished 
do posing that would produce a division with his || speaking, against opening this Pandora’s box || to preserve the peace of the country and their 
southern friends on this subject. Unanimity of || in the Halls of Congress. For all beneficial and || obligations to us as members of the same Con- 
opinion and action was all important to them. He || practical purposes, an overwhelming majority of || federacy. That an active and daring band of 
had made these remarks principally because he || the members representing the northern States || these incendiaries existed, none could doubt, but 
was the chairman of the Committee on the Dis- || were with the South, in opposition to any inter- || that they formed a very small portion of the great 
trict of Columbia, feeling that the subject would || ference with slavery in the District of Columbia. || mass of the northern people, we not only had the 
be perfectly safe in their hands. If there was a half dozen in both branches of || assurances of public meetings, which had assem- 
r. BROWN said he felt himself constrained, || Congress who did not stand in entire opposition || bled almost throughout that quarter, attended by 
by a sense of duty to the State from which he || to any interference with slavery in this District || the most separable and distinguished citizens, 
came, deeply and vitally interested as she was || or elsewhere, he had yet to learn it. Was it || but we had here, but a short time since, the dec- 
in everything connected with the agitating ques- || wise, was it prudent, was it magnanimous in gen- || larations of many ofthe Senators fiom the non- 
tion which had unexpectedly been brought into || tlemen representing the southern States to urge || slaveholding States, that this class of individuals 
discussion that morning, to present in a few || this matter still further, and say to our northern || was but small, and that they were countenanced 
words his views as to the proper direction which || friends in Congress: ‘Gentlemen, we all agree by no respectable portion of those States, He 
should be given to that and all other petitions || in the general conclusion that Congress should || had been assured, since his arrival here, by a 
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gentleman representing the northern States, that | 


an abolition discourse could not be delivered 
among those whom they represented, without 
endangering the safety of the person attempt- 
ing it. 

In addition to this he would say, that the action 
of the Federal Government through the Post 
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Office Department was protective of the rights of | 


the South against incendiary publications. If 
postmasters to the North and South did their duty, 
as sanctioned by the head of that Department, 
these enemies of our Government and of the hu- 
man race were cut off from circulating, through 
that medium, their firebrands of mischief. Under 


these circumstances, was this a time for us to | 


throw open the door to discussion on this a 
and thus assist in exacerbating the feelings which 


had already been enough excited? He thought it | 


only necessary to contrast the proceedings of the 
Senate on the petition to which he had before 
alluded, and which had been laid on the table by 
the unanimous vote of the Senators present, with 
the proceedings of to-day, to show the decided 
wisdom of taking the same course in relation to 
the present and all similar petitions. The petition 
which had been quietly inurned by the motion to 
lay on the table, lad searcely been thought of or 
heard of since, consigned, as it had been, to the 
insignificance and contempt of mortifying neglect 
and want of notice. 

What was the fact, in relation to the proposed 


mode of proceeding, as to the present petition? | 


The Senate had already found itself engaged ina 
debate, which no one could foresce the direction 
of, thus producing agitation aud dignifying with 
undeserved, and, no doubt, gratifying notoriety 
to the fanatics a miserable effusion, which, but 
for this proceeding, would have fallen into obscu- 
rity and contempt. 


He (Mr. B.) had nothing to ask from the | 


North, as one of the Representatives of a south- 
ern State, more than we were entitled to, under 
the compact with our sister States, and from that 
feeling of fraternal regard, which, for many pur- 
poses, made us the same people. He, however, 


was disposed to act upon this, as upon all other | 


occasions, in that spirit of conciliation in which 
our Federal Government had originated, and with- 
out which it could not survive. He would not 
quarrel with gentlemen so long as they took decid- 
ed ground against any interference on this ques- 


tion, even if they should differ as to some abstract | 
questions in relation to it. He believed most sin- | 
ccrely, that the almost universal sentiment of the | 


intelligent and respectable portion of the North 


was against any interference either in the District 


of Columbia or elsewhere on this delicate sub- 
ject. In this feeling of confidence, he was in 
tavor of clinging to the Union of the States, as 
the great source of our safety, happiness, and 


liberty. He would not for a moment believe that | 
either of the great sections of this country would | 


so far forget its just obligations to the other, by 
such an outrage upon its constitutional rights as 
would end in the overthrow of a Government 


won by the united valor and patriotism of their | 


aacestors. 


‘| more before the question was taken, 


Mr. LEIGH thought it important that the con- 
stitutional question on this subject should be dis- 


tinctly understood and expressed. He had said 
the other day that he had never conversed with 


one intelligent man from any of the non-slave- | 


holding States whose opinions on this subject 


were calculated to give him dissatisfaction. He || 
made this declaration, because he thought it was | 


calculated to give a graufying assurance to the 


people he represented, and to produce a salutary |! 


effect in the South. Since then a pamphict had 
been put in his hands purporting to be a review 
of another pamphlet, written by a clergyman of 

reat learning and piety, whom he had always 

een taught to respect. There were extracts in 
that pamphlet saleadannd deeply to injure the 
feelings of the South. This gentleman was at 
one time a resident of the Commonwealth of Vir- 
ginia, and ought to have known the state of her 
society better; yet it appeared to him that the 
mind of the gentleman was entirely poisoned on 
the subject of slavery; and if his congregation 
thought as he did, this agitation which the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. Brown a 
recated so much had alreadycommenced. It was 
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in vain for gentlemen to deprecate agitation when 
it already was in existence. 

Give me tcave to say to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, when he calls these Abolitionists 
contemptble, and say that they have no means of 


| 
i 
j 
/ 
| 
| 


doing mischief, that [ differ with him toto celo. | 
In that gentleman’s love for this Union—in which | 


the feelings of the heart, as well as of the under- 


standing were engaged—he entirely concurred; || to call in question the rights of the South. He 


and it was because he entertained those feelings 
that he wished the expression of some opinion 


as to the constitutional oo of Congress on | 


the subject of slavery. 


fe would not thea pur- || friends shall attempt in the slightest degree to 


sue this subject—when it came up again he | 


should be prepared to enter more fully into the 
discussion. 


His object should be to conciliate | 


as much as possible; but not for the purpose of | 


conciliation would he forego what he conceived || 


to be his duty in urging upon the Senate what 
was so necessary to the peace and tranquillity of 


the South—a distinct expression of opinion as to | 


the constitutional powers of Congress over the 
question. 


Mr. PRESTON said, there had been a petition | 
on this subject presented a few days ago and laid | 


on the table. He was not in when it was pre- 
sented; and, thinking it had passed sub silentio, he 
had not thought proper to call it up. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Brown] had 
said there was a disposition to rake from the Cap- 
ulets causes for excitement upon this subject. 
Did the gentleman mean to say that there was 
nothing peculiarly emphatic in the southern States 
to require action by Congress? The Governor 
of South Carolina had recommended action. All 
parties there had been necessarily disturbed 
3ut the gentleman says, be quict—say nothing. 
le sees the torch lit and ready to be applied, but 
we are to say nothing. We sce slanderous peti- 
tions, incendiary assemblies, and threatening de- 
nunciations on all sides, and we are told to be 
quict. He was astonished, It might be, as in 
the remark he had made before, that this matter 
was mixed up with the poison of polities. The 


|| ner interfere with the subject. 


petition now before them was the very child of | 


this poisonous subject. He felt, with the honor- 
able gentleman, a profound respect for the course 


pursued by the honorable gentlemen from the | 


North. 


He thanked the gentleman from Penn- | 


sylvania for the reprobation he had given the | 


petition here presented. He doubly thanked him, 
being, as he was, from the Quaker State, that be 


had seen what the gentleman from North Caro- | 


lina could not. We are tamely to stand here 
(suid Mr. P.) until the torch is thrown in upon 
us; and it is to be exunguished by invoking those 
who have thrown it in upon us to do it. The 
proceedings of every Legislature of the South had 
deeply regretted the movements of the people to 
the Norti. If there be fanatics (said Mr. P.) 


who are willing to light up the political torch of | 


unhallowed partisanship, he would not shrink 
from the duty he owed to his constituents. He 
would not so dishonor the State that had sent him 
here. 


Mr. BROWN begged leave to say one word | 


The hon- 
orable gentleman from South Carolina {[Mr. Pres- 


Ton] had asked, in a very emphatic manner, if, | 
when the burning torch was thrown into the | 


House, he as a southern man would not be ready 
ta extinguish it? He would answer that he was 
ready; but he would also say that he was not 
ready to pour oil on the torch, and increase the 
flame into a conflagration which might destroy 
The honorable gentleman had said 
that he would not have discharged his duty to the 
South had he not exposed and proclaimed the 
danger, and seemed to think him not vigilant 


| enough, because he did not take the same course. 


He was, perhaps, not gifted with the keen per- 
spicacity of the gentleman from South Carolina; 
he admitted he was unable to discover the benefit 
that would result to the South, or any other por- 
tion of the country, from pursuing a course 
which would lead to the discussion and agitation 
of this subject here. Sir, the time has been 
when the high-minded members from the south- 
ern States assumed an attitude highly honorable 
on this subject. What was it? Why, they de- 
clared that it was a subject on which they would 
not tolerate the slightest discussion. That was 


| 


once the course of honorable gentlemen from the 
South on that floor. But that time had gone by; 


| it appeared that new lights had sprung up, new 


discoveries had been made, and gentlemen were 
ready to go into the discussion of a subject that 


/ once was not permitted to be discussed at all, 


He, as one of the representatives of the southern 
States objected to any discussion which went 


was ready to go with southern gentlemen in any 
measures that would prevent such discussion, 
He would go further. Whenever our northern 


interfere by legislative action with the rights of 


the South, (and he could with pleasure say, that 
they had shown every disposition to repress such 
interferences,) let us depart from them—let us 
depart peaceably. The gentleman had asked, 


| why should they in the Senate not express their 
| opinions on this subject, when the Governors and 


Legislatures of southern States had done so? It 
was true that the Executives of the southern States 
had recommended this subject to the considera- 
tion of their respective Legislatures. Thisit was 
their right and their duty to do; but he denied 


| the right of Congress to discuss or in any man- 


The gentleman 


| from South Carolina would at once perceive the 
| distinction between any action on this subject by 
the Legislatures of the States specially interested 


in it, and a discussion by Congress, which had 
nothing to do with it. That was his answer to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he should be glad to say 


| a few words more before the question was taken, 
|| He certainly should have no objection that this 


question should be laid over till Monday. He 
wished to give all the Senators an opportunity to 
deliberate on the course they were about to pur- 
sue. But as to this particular motion, he must 
say that it had been brought forward with great 


deliberation, and he could not abandon it. He 





never could consent to receive these petitions. 
Had he no other objections to it, an imperious 
one with him was the language in which they 
were couched. The Senate exhibited an extraor- 
dinary spectacle—it was deliberating on receiv- 
ing a petition which denounces cleven of these 
States as kidnappers and pirates. That there 
could be a single individual from one of these 
States willing to receive them, was to him wonder- 


‘ful; and still more wonderful was the argument. 


Why hesitate at all as to rejecting them at once? 
Was it out of delicacy towards these petitioners? 
If so, should they not feel the same delicacy 


‘towards eleven of the States, and not receive 
|, calumny (forsuch he regarded the petition) against 


them? He profoundly feared that the gentlemen 
representing the States knew from whence these 
petitions came—knew that a feeling existed in 
them which rendered it not desirable to take a 
decided course in opposition to them. This was 
the point of his alarm. If it was so, then most 
assuredly the people of the other section of the 
Union should know the state of facts. 

Mr. C. felt the greatest gratitude to those citi- 
zens of the northern States who had kindly inter- 
fered towards these incendiarics; but he did not 
think they had succeeded in their efforts to put 
them down. A paper had been sent to him, 
drawn up by Arthur appan and others, protest- 
ing against the President's message, for interfer- 
ing with the subject of abolition, in which it was 
declared that more than one hundred new socie- 
ties had been added to the abolition cause since 
the message. It had been noticed by the Sena- 
tor from Virginia that one of the most eminent 
divines and learned men of the age and country 
had come out in favor of abolition. These signs 
showed him that the danger had not passed over, 
as he had hoped. But he had been told that 
there were constitutional objections to refusing to 
receive these petitions. He wished gentlemen 
would point them out to him. He had read the 
Constitution one thousand times, and he could 
see no such objections as had been urged. He 
wished gentlemen who were so liberal in quoting 
the Constitution in favor of the Abolitionists, 
would be equally liberal towards the southern 
States, and quote it to show that Congress had 
not the power to interfere with the question agi- 
tated by these petitioners. Noman who had read 
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